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highlights 


PART  I: 


INTERNATIONAL  CLERGY  WEEK 

Presidential  proclamation . .  6577 

MAJOR  FUEL  BURNING  INSTALLATIONS 

FEA  issues  requirement  to  complete  FEA  Early  Planning 
Process  Identification  Report .  6621 

PENSION  COST  ACCOUNTING 

CASB  proposes  standard  on  adjustment  and  allocation 
of  pension  cost;  comments  by  4-25-77 .  6594 


COST  ACCOUNTING  PRACTICES 

CASB  proposes  to  add  definitions  of  "cost  accounting 
practice"  and  "change  to  either  a  disclosed  cost 
accounting  practice  on  an  established  cost  accounting 
practice;"  comments  by  4-8-77 .  6591 

PUBLIC  ASSISTANCE  PROGRAMS 

HEW/SRS  amends  regulations  on  need  standards .  6583 

SEMI  PORTABLE  CARBON  DIOXIDE  SYSTEMS 

DOT/CG  regulates  use  of  dangerous  articles  as  ships’ 
stores  and  supplies  on  board  vessel;  effective  3-7-77 .  6584 

LICENSING  OF  SOURCE  MATERIAL 

NRC. exempts  persons  using  thorium  in  personnel  neu¬ 
tron  dosimeters;  effective  3-7-77 .  .  6579 


INTERNATIONAL  ATOMIC  ENERGY  AGENCY 
DRAFT  SAFETY  GUIDE 

NRC  requests  comments  by  3-1-77  on  notice  of  avail¬ 
ability  of  internationally  acceptable  codes  of  practice  for 
nuclear  power  plants . 6651  _ 

GOVERNMENT  IN  THE  SUNSHINE 

Justice/Parole  Commission  proposes  implementation; 

comments  by  3—4-77 .  6610 

United  States  Railway  Association  proposes  implements-  . 

tion;  comments  by  3-5-77 . 6614 

NEIGHBORHOOD  HOUSING  SERVICE 
The  Urban  Reinvestment  Task  Force  issues  notice  on 
state  and  multi-neighborhood  programs,  role  and  appli¬ 
cation  procedure .  6665 

AIRCRAFT  ACCIDENT  BRIEFS:  SAFETY 
RECOMMENDATIONS  AND  RESPONSE 

National  Transportation  Safety  Board  issues  availability 
of  report . . . . .  6654,  6655 

CONTINUEO  INSIDC 


reminders 

(The  Items  In  this  list  were  editorially  compiled  as  an  aid  to  Fedssai.  RsciSTEa  users.  Inclusion  or  exclusion  from  this  list  has  no  legal 
significance.  Since  this  list  is  Intended  as  a  reminder,  it  does  not  Include  effective  dates  that  occur  within  14  days  of  publication.) 


Rules  Going  Into  Effect  Today 


DOT/FAA — Control  zone,  temporary;  Ana¬ 
heim,  Calif .  51392;  11—22—76 

Standard  instrument  approach  proce¬ 
dures,  recent  changes  and  additions. 
Del.,  Hawaii,  III.,  Iowa,  Maine,  Mich., 
Miss.,  Mo..  Ohio.  Pa.,  Tex.,  Wis.  (3 
documents). 

55864,55865;  12-23-76 


Labor/W&H — Jewelry  and  miscellaneous 
products  manufacturing  industry  in 

Puerto  Rico;  wage  order. . 3303; 

1-18-77 


Rubber  and  miscellaneous  plastics  prod¬ 
ucts  industry  in  Puerto  Rico;  wage 
order .  3303;  1-18-77 


List  of  Public  Laws 


Note:  No  public  bills  which  have  become 
law  were  received  by  the  Office  of  the  Federal 
Register  for  inclusion  in  today’s  List  or 
Public  Laws. 


AGENCY  PUBLICATION  ON  ASSIGNED  DAYS  OF  THE  WEEK 


The  six-month  trial  period  ended  August  6.  The  program  is  being  continued  on  a  voluntary  basis  (see  OFR 
notice,  41  FR  32914,  August  6,  1976).  The  following  agencies  have  agreed  to  remain  in  the  program: 


Monday 

Tuesday 

Wednesday 

Thursday 

Friday 

NRC 

USDA/ASCS 

NRC 

USDA/ASCS 

DOT/COAST  GUARD 

USDA/ APHIS 

DOT/COAST  GUARD 

USDA/APHIS 

DOT/NHTSA 

USDA/FNS 

DOT/NHTSA 

USDA/FNS 

DOT/FAA 

USDA/ REA 

DOT/FAA 

USDA/REA 

DOT/OHMO 

CSC 

DOT/OHMO 

CSC 

DOT/OPSO 

LABOR 

DOT/OPSO 

LABOR 

HEW/FDA 

HEW/FDA 

Documents  normally  scheduled  on  a  day  that  will  be  a  Federal  holiday  will  be  published  the  next  work  day 
following  the  holiday. 

Comments  on  this  program  are  still  invited.  Comments  should  be  submitted  to  the  Day-of-the-Week  Program 
Coordinator,  Office  of  the'Federal  Register,  National  Archives  and  Records  Service,  General  Services  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Washington,  D.C.  20408. 


ATTENTION:  For  questions,  corrections,  or  requests  for  information  please  see  the  list  of  telephone  numbers 
appearing  on  opposite  page. 


Published  dally,  Monday  through  Friday  (no  publication  on  Saturdays,  Sundays,  or  on  official  Federal 
holidays),  by  the  Office  of  the  Federal  Register.  National  Archives  and  Records  Service,  General  Services 
Administration,  Washington,  D.C.  20408,  under  the  Federal  Register  Act  (49  Stat.  500,  as  amended;  44  n.S.C., 
a  Jt  regulations  of  the  Administrative  Committee  of  the  Federal  Register  ( 1  CFR  Ch.  I) .  Dlstrlbutioir 

is  made  only  by  the  Superintendent  of  Documents,  n.S.  Government  Printing  Office,  Washington.  D.C.  20402. 

The  Fbdeeal  Rxgistxb  provides  a  uniform  system  for  making  available  to  the  public  regulations  and  legal  notices  Issued 
by  Federal  agencies.  These  include  Presidential  proclamations  and  Executive  orders  and  Federal  agency  documents  having 
general  applicability  and  legal  effect,  documents  required  to  be  published  by  Act  of  Congress  and  other  Federal  agency 
documents  of  public  interest.  Documents  are  on  file  for  public  inspection  in  the  Office  of  the  Federal  Register  the  day  before 
they  are  published,  unless  earlier  filing  is  requested  by  the  Issuing  agency. 

The  Federal  Register  will  be  furnished  by  mail  to  subscribers,  free  of  postage,  for  $5.00  per  month  or  $50  per  year,  payable 
In  advance.  The  charge  for  Individual  copies  is  75  cents  for  each  issue,  or  76  cents  for  each  group  of  pages  as  actually  bound. 
Remit  chedt  or  money  order,  made  payable  to  the  Superintendent  of  Documents,  US.  Government  Printing  Office,  Washington, 
D.C.  20402. 

There  are  no  restrictions  on  the  republlcatlon  of  material  appeiurlng  in  the  Fedxeal  Reoistxb.  ' 
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INFORMATION  AND  ASSISTANCE 


Questions  and  requests  for  specific  information  may  be  directed  to  the  following  numbers.  General  inquiries 
may  be  made  by  dialing  202-523-5240. 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  Daily  Issue: 

Subscriptions  and  distribution . 

**Dial  •  a  •  Regulation"  (recorded 
summary  of  highlighted  docu- 
nf>ents  appearing  in  next  day's 
issue). 

Scheduling  of  documents  for 
publication. 

Copies  of  documents  appearing  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

Corrections . 

Public  Inspection  Desk . 

Finding  Aids . 

Public  Briefings:  "How  To  Use  the 
Federal  Register." 

Code  of  Federal  Regulations  (CFR).. 
Finding  Aids . 


202-783-3238 

202-523-5022 


523-5220 

523-5240 

523-5286 

523-5215 

523-5227 

523-5282 


523-5266 

523-5227 


PRESIDENTIAL  PAPERS: 

Executive  Orders  and  Proclama¬ 
tions. 

Weekly  Compilation  of  Presidential 
Documents. 

Public  Papers  of  the  Presidents.... 

Index  . . . 

PUBUC  LAWS: 

Public  Law  dates  and  numbers . 

Slip  Laws . 

U.S.  Statutes  at  Large . 

Index  . 

U.S.  Government  Manual . 

Automation  . . 

Special  Projects . . 


523-5233 

523-5235 

523-5235 

523-5235 

523-5237 

523-5237 

523-5237 

523-5237 

523-5230 

523-5240 

523-5240 


HIGHLIGHTS— Continued 


HEALTH  MAINTENANCE  ORGANIZATIONS  - 

HEW/PHS  issues  new  qualification  review  procedures....  6640 

LOCAL  PUBLIC  WORKS  CAPITAL  DEVELOPMENT 
AND  INVESTMENT  PROGRAM  FUNDS 

Commerce/EDA  announces  denial  of  application .  6617 

MEETINGS— 

Commerce/NOAA;  South  Atlantic  Fishery  Manage¬ 
ment  Council,  2-22  thru  2-24-77 .  6618 

Western  Pacific  Fishery  Management  Council’s 
Scientific  and  Statistical  Committee,  2-24  and 

2-25-77  .  6618 

Commission  of  Fine  Arts,  2-22-77 . . .  6619 

DOD/AF:  USAF  Scientific  Advisory  Board,  2-21  thru 

2-23-77  .  6619 

EPA:  National  Air  Pollution  Control  Techniques  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee,  3-2  and  3-3-77 .  6619 

Solid  Waste  Managlement,  Regional  Public  Dis¬ 
cussions,  February  and  March,  1977 .  6620 

FPC:  Gas  Policy  Advisory  Council;  Curtailment 
Strategies,  Technical  Advisory  Subgroup, 

2-24-77  .  6634 

Gas  Policy  Advisory  Council;  Transmission,  Distribu¬ 
tion  and  Storage  Technical  Advisory  Task  Force- 

Rate  Design-Subgroup  No.  5,  2-24-77 .  6634 

HEW/NIH;  Study  Sections,  March,  1977 .  6639 

PHS:  Safety  and  Occupational  Health  Study  Sec¬ 
tion;  3-3  thru  3-4-77 .  6641 

Interior/BLM:  California  Desert  Conservation  Area  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee,  3-7  and  3-8-77 .  6645 

NPS:  Mid-Atlantic  Regional  Advisory  Committee, 

2-23  and  2-24-77 .  6646 

NRC:  Advisory  Committee  on  Reactor  Safeguards, 
Subcommittee  on  the  Sundesert  Nuclear  Power 
Plant,  Units  1  and  2,  2-18-77 .  6648 


NSF:  Project  Directors’  Meeting  for  Student  Science 

Training  Program,  2-25-77 .  6648 

Science  Applications  Task  Force,  2-21  thru 

2-22-77  .  6647 

AMENDED  MEETING— 

NSF:  Advisory  Panel  for  Engineering  Chemistry  and 

Energetics,  2-13  thru  2-15-77 .  6647 

HEARINGS— 

HEW:  National  Commission  for  Protection  of  Human 
Subjects,  4-5,  4-15  and  5-3-77 .  6641 


PART  II: 

NOISE  POLLUTION 

EPA  issues  report  on  identification  of  products  as  major 
sources  of  noise:  pavement  breakers  and  rock  drills .  6721 

PART  III:  , 

HUD  AUDIT  GUIDE 

HUD  issues  Handbook  for  mortgagors  having  HUD 


insured  or  Secretary  held  multifamily  mortgages .  6725 

PART  IV: 

MARINE  SANITATION  DEVICES 

DOT/CG  issues  notice  of  certifications  granted .  6729 


PART  V: 

PUBLIC  HEARINGS 

SEC  issues  inquiry  into  the  operation  of  Spot  Cash  Com¬ 
mittees  of  the  New  York  Coffee  and  Sugar  Exchange,  the 

Minneapolis  Grain  Exchange,  and  the  Kansas  City  Board  _ 

of  Trade;  hearings  on  2-23  and  3-9-77 .  6733 
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contents 


THE  PRESIDENT 
Proclamations 

Clergy  Week,  International -  6577 

EXECUTIVE  AGENCIES 

AGRICULTURAL  MARKETING  SERVICE 
Rules 

Oranges  (navel)  grown  in  Ariz. 
and  Calif- _  6579 

AGRICULTURE  DEPARTMENT 

See  Agricultural  Marketing  Serv¬ 
ice:  Farmers  Home  Adminis¬ 
tration. 

AIR  FORCE  DEPARTMENT 

Notices 

Meetings: 

Scientific  Advisory  Board -  6619 

ALCOHOL,  DRUG  ABUSE,  AND  MENTAL 
HEALTH  ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Committees;  establishment,  re¬ 
newals,  etc.: 

Alcohol,  Drug  Abuse,  and 
Mental  Health  National 

Panel  _  6639 

Interagency  Committee  on  Fed¬ 
eral  Activities  for  Alcohol 

Abuse  and  Alcoholism _  6639 

Confidentiality,  authorization; 
psychoactive  drug  abuse  re¬ 
search;  employees  of  University 
of  North  Carolina _  6639 

ARMY  DEPARTMENT 

See  Engineers  Corps. 

CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 
Proposed  Rules 
Policy  statements: 

Operating  authority;  hearings; 
standards  for  determining 
priorities _  6599 

Notices 

Hearings,  etc.: 

American  Society  of  Travel 
Agents,  Inc.,  et  al _  6617 


COAST  GUARD 
Rules 

Dangerous  cargoes: 

Ships’  stores  and  supplies; 
semi-portable  carbon  dioxide 

systems _  6584 

Districts,  marine  inspection  zones, 
and  captain  of  port  areas: 
areas: 

Honolulu  and  Guam _  6581 

Proposed  Rules 

Benzene  carriage  requirements; 

inquiry;  extension  of  time . -  6614 

Notices 

Marine  sanitation  devices;  certifi¬ 
cations  granted _  6729 


COMMERCE  DEPARTMENT 

See  Economic  Development  Ad¬ 
ministration;  National  Oceanic 
and  Atmospheric  Administra¬ 
tion. 

COMMODITY  FUTURES  TRADING 
COMMISSION 

Notices 

New  York  Coffee  and  Sugar  Ex-  - 
change,  et  al;  inquiry  into  op¬ 
erations  of  spot  cash  commit¬ 
tees:  hearings _  6725 

COST  ACCOUNTING  STANDARDS  BOARD 


Proposed  Rules 

Cost  accounting  standards: 

Pension  cost:  adjustment  and 

allocation  _ _  6594 

Procurement  practices;  contract 
coverage;  definitions,  etc -  6591 


-CUSTOMS  SERVICE 
Proposed  Rules 

Organizations  and  functions ;  field 
organization;  ports  of  entry, . 
etc.: 

Nogales,  Ariz _  6609 

DEFENSE  DEPARTMENT 

See  Air  Force  Department;  Engi¬ 
neers  Corps. 

ECONOMIC  DEVELOPMENT 
ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

.L(x;al  public  works  capital  devel¬ 
opment  and  investment  pro¬ 
gram;  applications: 

Propc^ed  projects  denial _  6617 

ENGINEERS  CORPS 
Rules 

Navigation  regulations: 

Michigan _  6581 

ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 
Rules 

Ocean  dumping;  requirements 

and  criteria;  correction _  6582 

Pesticide  chemicals  in  or  on  raw 
agricultural  commodities;  tol¬ 
erances  and  exemptions,  etc.: 
Thiophanate-methyl _  6582 

Proposed  Rules 

Air  quality  implementation  plans; 
various  States,  etc.: 

Missouri _  6613 

Notices 

Meetings: 

National  Air  Pollution  Control 


Techniques  Advisory  Commit¬ 
tee  - 6619 

Solid  waste  management  pro¬ 
gram  discussions _  6620 

Noise;  identification  of  products 
as  major  sources : 

Pavement  breakers  and  rock 
drills;  report _  6721 


Pesticide  programs;  State  regis¬ 
tration  to  meet  special  local 
needs;  interim  ceitificaticm: 

Florida _ : _  6621 

Pesticides;  specific  exemptions 
and  experimental  use  per¬ 
mits: 

Abbott  Laboratories  and  E.  I. 
du  Pont  de  Nemours  &  Co— _  6619 

Stauffer  Chemical  Co.  (2  docu¬ 
ments)  _  6620 

FARMERS  HOME  ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Disaster  and  emergency  areas: 

North  Carolina _  6617 

FEDERAL  AVIATION  ADMINISTRATION 

Rules 

Airworthiness  directives: 

Boeing  (2  documents) _  6580,  6581 

Proposed  Rules 

Airwoithiness  directives: 

McCauley _  6598 

FEDERAL  DISASTER  ASSISTANCE 

ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Disaster  and  emergency  areas: 


California  .  6642 

Maryland _  6642 

Virginia .  6642 


FEDERAL  ENERGY  ADMINISTRATION 


Notices 

Major  fuel  burning  installations; 

Early  Planning  Process  Identi¬ 
fication  Report  completion  re¬ 
quirement  _  6621 

FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION  . 
Notices 

Agreements  filed,  etc.: 

Japan  Line,  Ltd.,  et  al _  6622 

Trans -Pacific  Freight  Confer¬ 
ence  _ - _  6622 


FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 
Notices 

Committees;  establishment,  re¬ 
newals,  etc.: 

Gas  Policy  Advisory  Council 


committees  _  6631 

Meetings: 

Gas  Policy  Advisory  Council  (2 

documents) _  6634 

Natural  gas  companies: 

Jurisdictional  sales,  rates _  6635 

HearingSrCtc.: 

Amco  Energy  Corp _  6622 

Anadarko  Production  Co.,  et  al.  6629 
City  of  Indianapolis  and  Pan¬ 
handle  Eastern  Pipe  Line  Co.  6623 
Columbia  Gas  of  Pennsylvania. 

Inc _  6623 

Duke  Power  Co _  M25 

Edison  Sault  Electric  Co _  6625 

Iowa  Public  Service  Co.  (2  docu¬ 
ments)  _  6634 

Kansas-Nebraska  Natural  Gas 

Co.,  Inc _  6625 

National  Fuel  Gas  Supply  Corp. 
and  National  Gas  Storage 
Corp  - 6627 
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Northern  States  Power  Co -  6635 

Oklahoma  Gas  &  EHectrlc  Co —  6635 

Pacific  Gas  and  Electric  Co _  6637 

Pacific  Gas  Transmissicm  Co —  6629 
Southern  CaliTomia  Edison  Co.  6628 

Southern  Natural  Gas  Co _  6628 

Southern  Union  Supply  Co.,  et 

al _  6637 

Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line 

Corp.  (2  documents) _  6630 

Utah  Power  k  Light  Co _  6629 


FEDERAL  RAILROAD  ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 

Preference  share  financing 
plications: 

Chicago  k  North  Western 


Transportation  Co _  6663 

FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 
Notices 

Applications,  etc.:  _ 

National  Detroit  Corp _  6639 

FINE  ARTS  COMMISSION 
Notices 

Meetings  _  6619 


FISH  AND  WILDLIFE  SERVICE 

Proposed  Rules 

Endangered  and  threatened 
species;  fish,  wildlife,  and 
plants: 

Fauna;  snails,  fish,  and  crusta¬ 
ceans;  correction _  6616 

HAZARDOUS  MATERIALS  OPERATIONS 
OFFICE 

Notices 

'Applications;  exemptions,  renew¬ 


als,  etc.: 

Denis(m  Inc.  et  al _  6663 

General  Dynamics  et  al _  6665 


HEALTH.  EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 
DEPARTMENT 

See  also  Alcohol,  Drug  Abuse,  and 
Mental  Health  Administration; 
National  Institutes  of  Health; 

Public  Health  Service;  Social 
and  Rehabilitation  Service. 

Notices 

Meetings: 

Protection  of  Human  Subjects 
of  Blmnedical  and  Behavioral 
Research,  National  Ctmunls- 
sion _  6641 

HOUSING  AND  URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 
DEPARTMENT 

See  also  Federal  Disaster  Assist¬ 
ance  Admlnlstrati<Hi;  Interstate 
Land  Sales  Registration  Office. 

Notices 

Audit  Guide;  handbook;  inquiry.  6733 
INTERIOR  DEPARTMENT 

See  also  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service; 

Land  Management  Bureau;  Na¬ 
tional  Park  Service. 

Rules 

Conduct  standards _  6586 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE  COMMISSION  LAND  MANAGEMENT  BUREAU 


Rules 


Notices 


Accounts,  uniform  system: 

Rail  carriers _  6585 

Railroad  car  service  orders;  vari¬ 
ous  c(Hnpanles: 

Kansas  City  Southern  Railway 

Co _  6584 

Missouri  Pacific  Railroad  Co..  6585 

Notices 

Car  service  rules,  mandatmy;  ex¬ 
emption  _  6667 

Fourth  section  applications  for 

relief _  6668 

Hearing  assignments _  6666 

Motor  carriers: 

Temporary  authority  applica¬ 
tions  _  6693 

Transfer  proceedings  (3  docu¬ 
ments)  _  6669,  6670,  6671 

Petitions,  appllcatl<ms,  finimce 
matters  (including  temporary 
authorities),  railroad  abandmi- 
ments,  alternate  route  devia¬ 
tions,  and  Intrastate  applica- 

tk«s  _  6671 

Petitions  for  modification.  Inter¬ 
pretation  or  reinstatement  of 
operating  rights  authority  ^ 
Rasrmond  International,  Inc., 

correction _  6693 

Rail  tariffs,  filing  of;  changed 
rates  pursuant  to  Railroad 
Revltalizatl<m  and  Regulatory 
Reform  Act  of  1976 _  6668 


Applications,  etc.: 

.  Wyoming  (3  dociunents) _  6645,  6646 

Meetings: 

California  Desert  Conservation 
Area  Advisory  Committee _  6645 

Opening  of  public  lands : 

Oregon _  6645 

Washington _  6645 

Outer  Continental  Shelf  official 
protraction  diagrams;  availabil¬ 
ity,  etc _  6646 

Outer  Continental  Shelf  official 
protraction  diagrams;  Gulf  of 
Mexico;  availability,  etc.;  cor¬ 
rection  _  6646 

LEGAL  SERVICES  CORPORATION 

Proposed  Rules 

Refunding,  procedures  governing 
applications  and  denial;  correc¬ 
tion  _  6614 

Notices 

Grants  and  contracts;  applica¬ 
tions  _  6647 

NATIONAL  COMMUNICATIONS  SYSTEM 

Notices 

Data  Encryption  Standard  FIPS 
PUB  46  In  telecommunication 
implications;  devdopment  of 
Federal  standards  for  Imple- 
mentatkm  _  6647 


Rerouting  of  traffic: 

Birmingham  Southern  Railroad 
and  Louisville  It  Nashville 

Railroad  Co _ i _  6667 

Chesapeake  k  Ohio  Railway  Co.  6667 

Consolidated  Rail  Corp _  6667 

Grand  Trunk  Western  Railroad 

Co _ 6668 

Middletown  k  Hiunmelstown 

Railroad  Co _  6669 

New  York,  Susquehanna  h 

Western  Rallrocul  Co _  6669 

Surety  bonds  and  policies  cff  In¬ 
surance: 

Murphy  Motor  Freight  Lines, 

Inc _ 6671 


INTERSTATE  LAND  SALES  REGISTRATION 


OFFICE 

Notices 

Land  developers;  lnvestlgat(H7 
hearings,  orders  of  suspen¬ 
sion,  etc.: 

Colorado  Mountain  Estates _  6643 

Minnesott  Beach _  6643 

Moimt  Pocahontas _  6643 

Mushroom  Farm _  6644  • 

Ridge  Manor  Estates,  Units  2,  3, 

4,  5  and  6  (2  documents) _  6644 


NATIONAL  INSTITUTES  OF  HEALTH 
Notices 

Meetings: 

Allergy  and  Immunology  Study 
Section  et  al _  6639 

NATIONAL  OCEANIC  AND  ATMOSPHERIC 


ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Endangered  species  permits;  ap- 

pUcatimis _  6618 

Muine  mammiJ  permit  implica¬ 
tions,  etc.: 

United  Fishermen  of  Alaska _  6618 

Meetings: 

South  Atlantic  Fishery  Manage¬ 
ment  Coimcil _ * _  6618 

Western  Pacific  Regional  Fish¬ 
ery  Management  Council; 
Scientific  and  Statistical 
Commltteee _ r _  6618 


NATIONAL  PARK  SERVICE 
Notices 

Meetings: 

Mid-Atlantic  Regional  Advisory 
Committee _  6646 

NATIONAL  SCIENCE  FOUNDATION 
Notices 


JUSTICE  DEPARTMENT 
Proposed  Rules 

Information;  production  or  disclo¬ 
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presldentlol  dcxiuments 

Title  3 — The  President 

PROCLAMATION  4484 

International  Clergy  Week,  1977 


By' the  President  of  the  United  States  of  America 

A  Proclamation 

In  a  civilization  marred  by  disputes  and  conflicts,  the  ministers  of  God,  rep¬ 
resenting  all  faiths,  help  lead  the  human  family  to  an  understanding  of  His  love  and 
His  peace.  Clergymen  of  all  denominations  point  the  way  to  a  richer,  more  fulfilling 
life  through  higher  moral  standards.  "  ■ 

The  clergy  inspire  all  of  us  to  hold  firm  to  what  is  right — against  what  is  wrong. 
They  call  upon  us  to  practice  charity  and  compassion.  They  bring  us  together  and 
nearer  to  our  Creator. 

NOW,  THEREFORE,  I,  JIMMY  CARTER,  President  of  the  United  States 
of  America,  in  recognition  of  the  spiritual  and  social  contributions  of  the  clergy  in 
our  Country  and  throughout  the  world,  do  hereby  proclaim  the  week  beginning 
January  30,  1977,  as  International  Clergy  Week  in  the  United  States.  I  urge  all  our 
people  to  honor  these  servants  of  God  and  man  through  appropriate  activities  and 
ceremonies. 

IN  WITNESS  WHEREOF,  I  have  hereunto  set  my  hand  this  twenty-eighth 
day  of  January  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  nineteen  hundred  seventy-seven,  and  of  the 
Independence  of  the  United  States  of  America  the  two  hundred  and  first. 


[FR  Doc.77-3543  Filed  2-l-77.;l :  28  pm] 
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rules  ond  regulQUons 


This  ssction  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  regulatory  documents  having  general  applicability  arvd  tegal  effect  most  of  which  are 
keyed  to  and  codified  in  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  which  is  published  under  50  titles  pursuant  to  44  U.S.C.  1510. 

The  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  sold  by  the  Superintendent  of  Documents.  Prices  of  new  ,books  are  listed  in  the  first  FEDERAL 
REGISTER  issue  of  each  nrKmth. 


Title  7 — Agriculture 

CHAPTER  IX— AGRICULTURAL  MARKET¬ 
ING  SERVICE  (MARKETING  AGREE¬ 
MENTS  AND  ORDERS;  FRUITS.  VEGE¬ 
TABLES,  NUTS),  DEPARTMENT  OF 
AGRICULTURE 

’  (Navel  Orange  Reg.  399 ( 

PART  907— NAVEL  ORANGES  GROWN  IN 
ARIZONA  AND  DESIGNATED  PART  OF 
CALIFORNIA 

Limitation  of  Handling 

This  regulation  fixes  the  quantity  of 
California-Arizona  Navel  oranges  that 
may  be  shipped  to  fresh  market  during 
the  weekly  regulation  period  February 
4-10,  1977.  It  is  issued  pursuant  to  the 
Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act 
of  1937,  as  amended,  and  Marketing 
Order  No.  907.  The  quantity  of  Navel 
oranges  so  fixed  was  arrived  at  after 
consideration  of  the  total  available  sup¬ 
ply  of  Navel  oranges,  the  quantity  cur¬ 
rently  available  for  market,  the  fresh 
market  demand  for  Navel  oranges.  Navel 
orange  prices,  and  the  relationship  of 
season  average  returns  to  the  parity 
price  for  Navel  oranges. 

§  907.699  Navel  Orange  Regulation  399. 

(a)  Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  the  mar¬ 
keting  agreement,  as  amended,  and 
Order  No.  907,  as  amended  (7  CPR  Part 
907),  regulating  the  handling  of  Navel 
oranges  grown  in  Arizona  and  designated 
part  of  California,  effective  under  the 
applicable  provisions  of  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  601-674),  and  upon 
the  basis  of  the  recommendations  and 
information  submitted  by  the  Navel 
Orange  Administrative  Committee, 
established  under  the  said  amended  mar¬ 
keting  agreement  and  order,  and  upon 
other  available  information,  it  is  hereby 
foimd  that  the  limitation  of  handling  of 
such  Navel  oranges,  as  hereinafter  pro¬ 
vided,  will  tend  to  effectuate  the  declared 
policy  of  the  act. 

(2)  The  need  for  this  section  to 
Unlit  the  respective  quantities  of  Navel 
oranges  that  may  be  marketed  from  Dis¬ 
trict  1,  District  2,  and  District  3  during 
the  ensuing  week  stems  from  the  produc¬ 
tion  and  marketing  situation  confronting 
the  Navel  orange  industry. 

(i)  The  committee  has  submitted  its 
recommendation  with  respect  to  the 
quantities  of  Navel  oranges  that  should 
marketed  during  the  next  succeeding 
week.  Such  recommendation,  designed  to 
provide  equity  of  marketing  opportunity 
to  handlers  in  all  districts,  resulted  from 
-consideratiiMi  of  the  factors  enumerated 
in  the  order.  The  committee  further  re¬ 
ports  that  the  fresh  market  demand  for 
Navel  oranges  has  noticeably  slackened 


since  last  week.  Prices  f.o.b.  averaged 
$3.51  a  carton  on  a  reported  sales  volume 
of  1,076  car  lots  last  week,  compared  with 
$3.40  per  carton  on  sales  of  934  a  week 
earlier.  Track  and  rolling  supplies  at  548 
cars  W'ere  up  61  cars  from  last  week. 

(ii)  Having  considered  the  recommen¬ 
dation  and  information  submitted  by  the 
committee,  and  other  available  informa¬ 
tion,  the  Secretary  finds  that  the  re¬ 
spective  quantities  of  Navel  oranges 
which  may  be  handled  should  be  fixed  as 
hereinafter  set  forth. 

(3)  It  is  hereby  further  found  that  it 
is  impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  to  give  preliminary  notice, 
engage  in  public  rulemaking  procedure, 
and  postpone  the  effective  date  of  this 
section  until  30  days  after  publication 
hereof  in  the  Federal  Register  (5  U.S.C. 
553)  because  the  time  intervening  be¬ 
tween  the  date  when  information  upon 
which  this  section  is  based  became 
available  and  the  time  this  section 
must  become  effective  in  order  to  effec¬ 
tuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act  is 
insufficient,  and  a  reasonable  time  is 
permitted,  under  the  circumstances,  for 
preparation  for  such  effective  time;  and 
good  cause  exists  for  making  the  provi¬ 
sions  hereof  effective  as  hereinafter  set 
forth.  The  conimittee  held  an  open  meet¬ 
ing  during  the  current  week,  after  giv¬ 
ing  due  notice  thereof,  to  consider  sup¬ 
ply  and  market  conditions  for  Navel 
oranges  and  the  need  for  regulation;  in¬ 
terested  persiHis  were  afforded  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  submit  information  and  views 
at  this  meeting;  the  recommendation 
and  supporting  information  for  regula¬ 
tion,  including  its  effective  time,  are 
identical  with  the  aforesaid  recommen¬ 
dation  of  the  committee,  and  information 
concerning  such  provisions  and  effective 
time  has  been  disseminated  among  han¬ 
dlers  of  such  Navel  oranges;  it  is  neces¬ 
sary,  in  order  to  effectuate  the  declared 
policy  of  the  act,  to  make  this  regulation 
effective  during  the  period  herein  speci¬ 
fied;  and  compliance  with  this  section 
will  not  require  any  special  preparation 
on  the  part  of  persons  subject  hereto 
which  cannot  be  completed  on  or  before 
the  effective  date  hereof.  Such  commit¬ 
tee  meeting  was  held  on  February  1, 
1977. 

(b)  Order.  (1)  The  respective  quanti¬ 
ties  of  Navel  oranges  grown  in  Arizona 
and  designated  part  of  California  which 
may  be  handled  during  the  period  Feb¬ 
ruary  4, 1977,  through  February  10,  1977, 
are  hereby  fixed  as  follows: 

(1)  District  1:  1,189,000  cartons; 

(ii)  District  2:  261,000  cartons; 

(iii)  District  3 :  Unlimited  movement.*’ 

(2)  As  used  in  this  section,  “handled,” 
“District  1,”  “District  2,”  “Dista’ict  3,” 


and  “carton"  have  the  same  meaning  as 
when  used  in  said  amended  martceting 
agreement  and  order. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended  (7  n.8.C. 
601-674).) 

Dated:  February  2, 1977. 

Charles  R.  Brader, 
Deputy  Director.  Fruit  and  Veg¬ 
etable  Division,  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service. 

(FR  Doc.77-3808  Filed  2-2-77;  12:26  pm) 


Title  10 — Energy 

^  CHAPTER  I — NUCLEAR  REGULATORY 
(X)MMISSION 

PART  40— LICENSING  OF  SOURCE 
MATERIAL 

Exemption  of  Persons  Using  Thorium  in 
^rsoonel  Neutron  Dosimeters 

The  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission 
Is  amending  its  regulation  10  CFR  Part 
40  to  exempt  from  licensing  and  regula¬ 
tory  requirements  persons  using  person¬ 
nel  neutron  dosimeters  containing  not 
more  than  50  milligrams  of  thorium.  The 
exemption  does  not  authorise  the  manu¬ 
facture  of  the  personnel  neutron  dosim¬ 
eters.  Such  manufacture  would  have  to 
be  authorized  by  a  license  Issued  by  the 
Commission  or  an  Agreemoit  State. 

EFFECTIVE  DATO:  March  7, 1977. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMA'nON  CON¬ 
TACT:  301-443-6910 

By  letter  dated  October  22,  1973,  R.  S. 
Landauer,  Jr.  and  Co.,  Glenwood,  Illi¬ 
nois,  filed  with  the  Atomic  Energy  Com¬ 
mission  a  petition  for  rule  making  (PRM 
40-19)  requesting  an  exemption  from 
licensing  requirements  for  personnel  do¬ 
simeters  containing  not  more  than  50 
milligrams  of  thorium  per  dosimeter. 
This  notice  of  rule  making  responds  to 
the  request  of  R.  S.  Landauer,  Jr.  and  Co. 

Backgrotthd 

On  June  24,  1976.  the  Nuclear  Regu- 
latwy  Commission  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  (41  FTl  26032)  a  proposed 
amendment  of  its  regulation  10  CFR 
Part  40  which  would  exempt  from  the 
regulatory  requirements  of  Part  40  and 
the  licensing  requirements  of  section  62 
of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954,  as 
amended,  the  receipt,  possessiMi,  use, 
transfer,  or  import  of  perscmnel  neutron 
dosimeters  containing  not  more  than  50 
milligrams  of  thorium  each. 

All  interested  persons  were  invited  to 
submit  written  comments  and  sugges¬ 
tions  for  consideration  in  connection 
with  the  proposed  amendment  and  a 
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draft  environmental  statement  by  Au¬ 
gust  9.  1976. 

One  commentator  mi  the  proposed  rule 
did  not  agree  with  the  proposed  method 
of  disposal  of  obsolete  dosimeters 
through  normal  refuse  disposal  facilities, 
as  discussed  by  the  Commission  (41  FR 
26033),  and  suggested  that  the  dosim¬ 
eter  supplier  should  be  required  to  dis¬ 
pose  of  all  obsolete  and  used  dosimeters 
through  a  licensed  radioactive  disposal 
firm.  The  CMnmission  has  considered  the 
comment  in  light  of  the  projected  dis¬ 
tribution  and  use  of  the  dosimeters.  The 
bulk  of  the  dosimeters  will  be  loaned  or 
leased  to  exempt  persons  under  the  terms 
of  dosimetry  service  contracts.  Such  do¬ 
simeters  would  exentually  be  returned  to 
the  licensed  manufacturer  who  would 
assemble  usable  thorium  foils  into  new 
dosimeters  or  dispose  of  thorium  foils 
damaged  or  unusable  for  whatever  cause 
by  using  commercial  radioactive  waste 
(fisposal  services. 

Disposal  of  a  dosimeter  through  nor¬ 
mal  refuse  disposal  facilities  could  oc¬ 
cur  if  an  exempt  person  were  to  lose  or 
misplace  a  dosimeter,  or  dispose  of  a 
dosimeter  that  he  owns  or  possesses  by 
discarding  it  as  trash  rather  than  by  re¬ 
turning  it  to  the  licensed  manufacturer. 
It  was  this  relatively  rare  event  that  the 
Commission  characterized  as  highly  un¬ 
likely  to  result  in  any  significant  radia¬ 
tion  safety  problem.  Therefore,  no 
change  in  the  text  of  the  rule  is  war¬ 
ranted  with  respect  to  disposal  of  dosim¬ 
eters. 

After  consideration  of  the  comments 
and  other  factor  involved,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  has  adopted  the  amendment.  The 
text  of  §  40.13(c)(1)  set  out  below  is 
identical  with  the  text  of  the  proposed 
amendment  published  June  24.  1976. 

The  amendment  exempts  from  the 
regulatory  requirements  of  Part  40  and 
the  licensing  requirements  of  section  62 
of  the  Act  the  receipt,  possession,  use, 
transfer,  or  import  of  personnel  neutron 
dosimeters  by  adding  this  product  as  a 
new  category  in  §  40.13(c)  (1).  As 
amended,  5  40.13(c)  (1)  exempts  thorium 
contained  in  (i)  incandescent  gas  man¬ 
tles.  (ii)  vacuum  tubes,  (ill)  welding  r(xls, 
(iv)  electric  lamps  for  illuminating  pur¬ 
poses;  Provided,  That  each  lamp  does 
not  contain  more  than  50  milligrams  of 
thoriiun,  (v)  germicidal  lamps,  sunlamps, 
and  lamps  for  outdoor  or  industrial  light¬ 
ing:  Provided,  That  each  lamp  does  not 
contain  more  than  2  grams  of  thorium, 
(vi)  rare  earth  metals  and  compounds, 
mixtures,  and  products  containing  not 
more  than  0.25  percent  by  weight  thori¬ 
um,  uranium,  or  any  combination  of 
these,  or  (vii)  personnel  neutron  dosim¬ 
eters  provided  that  each  dosimeter  does 
not  contain  more  than  50  milligrams  of 
thoriiun. 

The  Commission  has  found  that  re¬ 
ceipt,  possession,  use,  transfer,  or  import 
into  the  United  States  of  personnel  neu¬ 
tron  dosimeters  containing^  not  more 
than  50  milligrams  of  thorium  each  in¬ 
volve  unimportant  quantities  of  source 
material  within  the  meaning  of  section 
62  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954,  as 
amended,  which  are  not  of  significance  to 


the  common  defense  and  security  and 
that  such  activities  can  be  conducted 
without  any  unreasonable  hazard  to  life 
or  property. 

Under  the  provisions  of  §  150.15(a)  (6) 
of  10  CPR  Part  150,  “Exemptions  and 
Continued  Regulatory  Authority  in 
Agreement  States  Under  Section  274,” 
the  transfer  of  possession  or  control  by 
persons  in  Agreement  States  who  manu¬ 
facture,  process,  or  produce  personnel 
neutron  dosimeters  containing  thorium 
for  use  by  exempt  persons  are  subject  to 
the  Commission’s  licensing  and  regula¬ 
tory  requirements,  even  thou^  the  dosi¬ 
meters  are  manufactured  under  an 
Agreement  State  license.  By  the  terms  of 
the  exemption,  the  Commission  is  exer¬ 
cising  such  retaliatory  authority  by  ex¬ 
empting,  under  new  §  40.13(c)  (1)  (vii), 
any  person  (including  a  manufacturer, 
processor,  or  producer  in  an  Agreement 
State  of  personnel  neutron  dosimeters) 
to  the  extent  that  such  person  transfers 
personnel  neutron  dosimeters  containing 
not  more  than  50  milligrams  of  thorium. 

Pursuant  to  the  National  Environ¬ 
mental  Policy  Act  of  1969,  and  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  relations  in  10  CFR  Part  51, 
“Licensing  and  Regulatory  Policy  and 
Procedures  for  Ekivironmental  Protec¬ 
tion,”  the  Commission’s  Office  of  Stand¬ 
ards  Development  has  prepared  a  final 
environmental  impact  statement  in  con¬ 
nection  with  this  action  to  amend  Part 
40  of  the  Commission’s  regulations.  The 
statement  is  available  for  inspection  by 
the  public  in  the  Commission’s  Public 
Document  Room  at  1717  H  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  In  about  two  weeks 
after  publication  of  this  notice  in  the 
Federal  Register,  copies  of  the  state¬ 
ment  will  be  available  as  NURECM)137 
from  the  National  Technictd  Information 
Service,  Springfield,  Virginia  22161.  The 
price  will  be  $5.00  for  paper  copy  and 
$3.00  for  microfiche. 

Pursuant  to  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of. 
1954,  as  amended,  the  Energy  Reorgani¬ 
zation  Act  of  1974,  as  amended,  and  sec¬ 
tions  552  and  553  of  title  5  of  the  United 
States  Code,  the  following  amendment  to 
Title  10,  Chapter  I,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  Part  40  is  published  as  a 
document  subject  to  codificaticm. 

In  $  40.13  of  10  CFR  Part  40,  paragraph 
(c)  (1)  is  revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  40.13  Unimportant  quantities  of  source 
material. 

•  •  *  •  • 

(c)  •  •  • 

(1)  Any  quantities  of  thorium  con¬ 
tained  in  (i)  incandescent  gas  mantles, 
(ii)  vacuum  tubes,  (iii)  welding  rods, 
(iv)  electric  lamps  for  illuminating  pur¬ 
poses:  Provided,  TTiat  each  lamp  does 
not  contain  more  than  50  milligrams  of 
thorium,  (v)  germicidal  lamps,  sunlamps, 
and  lamps  for  outdoor  or  industrial 
lighting:  Provided,  'That  each  lamp  does 
not  contain  more  than  2  grams  of 
thorium,  (vi)  rare  earth  metals  and 
compounds,  mixtures,  and  products  con¬ 
taining  not  more  than  0.25  percent  by 
weight  thorium,  uranium,  or  any  combi- 
naticm  of  these,  or  (vii)  personnel  neu¬ 
tron  dosimeters:  Provided,  Tliat  each 


dosimeter  does  not  contain  more  thsm  50 
milligrams  of  thorium. 

•  »  •  •  • 
(Secs.  62,  161,  Pub.  L.  83-703,  68  Stat.  032, 
948  (42  U.S.C.  2092,  2201);  sec.  201,  Pub.  L. 
93-438,  88  Stat.  1242  (42  tJ.S.C.  6841).) 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Md.,  this  7th  day  of 
January  1977. 


For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 


Lee  V.  OossiCK, 

Executive  Director  for  Operations. ' 


[PR  Doc.77-3367  PUed  2-2-77:8:46  am] 


Title  14 — ^Aeronautics  and  Space 

CHAPTER  I— FEDERAL  AVIATION  ADMIN¬ 
ISTRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION 

(Docket  No.  76-NW-17-AD:  Arndt.  39-2826) 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 

Boeing  707-100,  -lOOB,  -2<X)  Series 
Airplanes 

Amendment  39-1838  AD  74-10-09  re¬ 
quires  a  one-time  X-ray  inspection  for 
cracks  in  the  upper  wing  station  360 
splice  plate  on  Boeing  707-100,  -lOOB, 
-200  series  airplanes.  That  amendment 
was  based  on  service  difficulties  which 
occurred  on  similarly  designed  707-300, 
-300B/C,  -400  series  airplanes.  Since  is¬ 
suing  Amendment  39-1838  improved  in¬ 
spection  techniques  have  been  developed. 
Therefore,  the  AD  is  being  amended  to 
provide  low  frequency  eddy  current  in¬ 
spections  as  an  option  to  the  X-ray  in¬ 
spections  presently  called  out.  Current 
service  difficulties  do  not  show  a  need 
for  repetitive  inspections,  however,  if 
significant  cracking  does  occur,  manda¬ 
tory  repetitive  inspections  will  be  con¬ 
sidered. 

Clarifying  information  has  also  been 
provided  for  approved  repairs  if  cracks 
are  found.  Since  this  amendment  pro¬ 
vides  an  alternative  means  of  compli¬ 
ance  and  imposes  no  additional  burden 
on  any  person,  notice  and  public  pro¬ 
cedure  hereon  are  unnecessary  and  the 
amendment  may  be  made  effective  in 
less  than  30  days. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601,  and  603  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1354(a),  1421, 
and  1423)  and  of  Sec.  6(c)  of  the  Depart-  ^ 
ment  of  Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1665 
(c)).) 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (31  FR 
13697),  $39.13  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations,  Amendment  39-1838  AD 
74-16-09  is  amended  as  follows: 

1.  In  two  places  in  the  body  of  the  AD 
after  the  word  “X-ray,”  add  “or  low  fre¬ 
quency  eddy  current.” 

2.  Delete  the  last  sentence  of  the  sec¬ 
ond  paragraph  of  the  AD  with  the  fol¬ 
lowing  sentence:  “If  cracks  are  found, 
repair  prior  to  further  flight  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  Part  vn  or  vm  or  install  ex¬ 
ternal  doubler  in  accordance  with  Part 
IX  of  Boeing  Service  Bulletin  No.  2576, 
Revision  2,  or  later  approved  revlsl(»is 
or  in  a  manner  approved  by  the  Chief, 
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Engineering  and  Manufacturing  Branch. 
FAA  Northwest  Region.” 

This  amendment  becomes  effective 
February  21.  1977. 

Note;  An  evaluation  of  the  anticipated 
Impacts  has  been  made,  and  It  Is  expscted 
that  the  Anal  regulation  Is  neither  ooatly 
nor  controversial.  The  i»eparatlon  oi  an  In¬ 
flation  Impact  Statement  under  Executive 
Order  11821  and  OMB  Circular  A-107  Is  not 
required. 

me  Incorporation  by  reference  provisions 
in  the  document  were  approved  by  the  Di¬ 
rector  of  the  Federal  Register  on  June  19, 
1967. 

Issued  in  Seattle,  Washington,  Janu¬ 
ary  26.  1977. 

C.  B.  Walk.  Jr., 
Director,  Northwest  Region. 

(PR  Doc.77-3366  PUed  2-2-77;8:46  am] 


(Docket  No.  77-NW-l-AD;  Arndt.  39-2826] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 
Boeing  Model  727  Series  Airplanes 

niere  have  been  reports  of  engine  fuel 
feed  hose  rupturing  on  Model  727  air¬ 
planes  that  could  result  in  uncontrollable 
loss  of  fud  and  wheel  well  fires.  Since 
this  condition  is  likely  to  exist  or  develtv 
in  other  airplanes  of  the  same  type  de¬ 
sign,  an  airworthiness  directive  is  being 
issued  to  require  inspection,  replacem^t. 
and  modifications  as  deemed  necessary 
of  engine  fuel  feed  hose  assembly  in¬ 
stallations  on  the  Boeing  Model  727 
airplanes. 

Since  a  situation  exists  that  requires 
immediate  ad(^tion  of  this  regulation, 
it  is  found  that  notice  and  public  pro¬ 
cedure  hereon  are  Impracticable  and 
good  cause  exists  for  making  this  amend¬ 
ment  effective  in  less  than  30  days. 

This  amendm^t  is  made  under  the 
authority  of  sections  313(a),  601,  and 
603  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958 
(49  UJS.C.  1354(a).  1421,  and  1423)  and 
of  section  6(c)  of  the  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c)). 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (31  FR  13697) 

§  39.13  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  is  amended  by  adding  the  following 
new  airworthiness  directive: 

Boeing:  Applies  to  Boeing  Model  727  Series 
airplanes  certiflcated  in  aU  categories 
tbat  have  engine  forward  fuel  feed  hose 
assemblies  which  have  accumulated  6 
years  or  more  or  12,000  hours  (h*  more 
time  in  service  whichever  occm^  flrst. 
Compliance  required  as  indicated. 

To  prevent  ruptme  of  the  engine  fuel  feed 
hose  assemblies,  accomplish  the  following: 

K.  Within  me  next  60  days,  unless  fOready 
accomplished  within  the  past  six  months. 
Inspect  and  replace  as  required  with  a  like 
part  w  an  equivalent  hose  assembly  approved 
by  Chief,  Engineering  and  Manufactmdng 
Branch,  PAA  Northwest  Region,  the  No.  1 
and  No.  2  and  No.  3  engine  forward  fuel  feed 
hose  assemblies  In  accordance  with  Boeing 
S3.  727-2S-61,  Figure  3,  pages  26  and  27. 
Steps  1.  2,  3,  and  4  issued  November  12,  1976, 
or  later  FAA  approved  revision. 

B.  Within  3,000  homrs  time  in  service,  in¬ 
stall  clamps  on  all  hose  assemblies  In  accmxl- 
anee  with  Boeing  83.  727-28-61,  Figure  4, 
pages  28  and  29,  Steps  1,  2,  and  4  issued 


November  12,  1976,  or  later  FAA  amm>ved 
revision. 

C.  Annually  relnspect  aU  hose  assemblies 
not  replaced  per  paragraph  A  above  or  at  an 
Interval  that  Is  compatible  with  the  airlines’ 
inspection  schedules  and  iq>proved  by  the 
assigned  FAA  Principal  Maintenance  Inspec¬ 
tor  with  piiOT  approval  of  the  Chief,  Engi¬ 
newing  and  Manufacturing  Branch,  FAA 
Northwest  Region. 

The  manufacturer’s  specificatltms  and 
procedures  identified  and  described  in 
this  directive  are  incorporated  herein 
and  made  a  part  hereof  pursuant  to  5 
UJ3.C.  562(a)(1). 

All  persons  affected  by  this  directive 
who  have  not  already  received  these 
documents  from  the  manufacturer  may 
obtain  copies  upon  request  to  Boeing 
Commercial  Airplane  Company.  P.O.Box 
3707,  Seattle.  Washington  98124.  The 
documents  may  also  be  examined  at  FAA 
Northwest  Region.  9010  East  Marginal 
Way  South,  Seattle,  Washington. 

This  amendment  beccmies  effective 
February  4,  1977. 

An  evaluation  of  the  anticipated  im¬ 
pacts  has  been  made  and  it  is  expected 
that  the  final  regulatiim  is  neither  costly 
nor  controversial.  The  preparation  cff  an 
Infiation  Impact  Statement  under  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Order  11821  and  OMB  Circular 
A-107  is  not  required. 

(’The  IncorporatkHi  by  reference  provisions 
In  the  document  were  iq>proved  by  the  Di¬ 
rector  of  the  Federal  Register  on  Jime  19, 
1967.) 

Issued  in  Seattle,  Washington,  Janu¬ 
ary  28,  1977. 

C.  B.  Walk,  Jr., 
Director,  Northwest  Region. 

(FR  Doc.77-3466  Filed  2-2-77;8:46  am] 


Title  33 — Navigation  and  Navigable  Waters 

CHAPTER  I— COAST  GUARD. 
DEPARTMENT  Ol^  TRANSPORTATION 

(OGD  76-213] 

PART  3— COAST  GUARD  AREAS,  DIS¬ 
TRICTS,  MARINE  INSPECTION  ZONES, 
AND  CAPTAIN  Of  THE  PORT  AREAS. 

Fourteenth  Coast  Guard  District; 

Reidsed  Descriptions 

These  amendments  revise  the  descrip¬ 
tions  of  the  two  Captain  of  the  Port 
Areas  of  the  Fourteenth  Coast  Ouard 
District  in  Part  3  of  Title  33,  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations. 

The  Honolulu  Captain  of  the  Port  and 
the  Guam  Captain  of  the  Port  Areas  are 
revised  to  coincide  with  the  boundaries 
of  the  Honolulu  Marine  Inspection  Zone 
and  Guam  Marine  Inspection  Zone,  re¬ 
spectively.  The  descriptions  of  the  two 
Captain  of  the  Port  Areas,  as  amended 
by  this  document,  are  included  in  §S  3.70- 
10  and  3.70-15.  Accordingly,  §§  3.70-55 
and  3.70-60,  which  contain  the  present 
descriptions  of  these  areas,  are  deleted. 

Since  these  amendments  are  matters 
relating  to  agency  organization,  they  are 
exempt  from  the  notice  of  proposed  rule- 
making  requirements  in  5  n.S.C.  553(b) 
(3)  (A)  and  since  these  amendments  are 
not  substantive,  they  may  be  made  effec¬ 
tive  in  less  than  30  days  after  publication 
in  the  Fedekal  Register  under  5  U.S.C. 
553(d) T3). 


6.>81 

In  accordance  with  the  foregoing.  Part 
3  of  Chstfiter  1  of  Title  33.  Code  of  Fed¬ 
eral  Regulations,  is  amended  as  follows; 

1.  Section  3.70-10  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  3.7(^10  Honolulu  Marine  Ini^pti'lioii 
Zone  ar.d  Captain  of  the  Port. 

(a)  The  Honolulu  Marine  Inspection 
OfBce  and  Captain  of  the  Port  Office 
are  In  Honolulu,  Hawaii. 

(b)  The  Honolulu  Marine  Inspection 
Zone  and  Captain  of  the  Port  Area 
boimdaries  are  the  boundaries  of  Hawaii. 

2.  Section  3.70-15  is  revised  to  read  a.s 
foUows: 

§  3,70—15  Guant  Marine  Inspeetion  Zone 
and  Captain  of  the  Port. 

(a)  The  Qpam  Marine  Inspection  Of¬ 
fice  and  Captain  of  the  Port  OfBce  are 
in  Agana,  Guam. 

(b)  The  Guam  Marine  Inspection  Zone 
and  Captain  of  the  Port  Area  boundaries 
are  the  boundaries  of  the  Territory  of 
Guam. 

§§  3.70-55,  3.70-60  [Deleted] 

3.  Sections  3.70-55  and  3.70-60  are 
deleted. 

(5  9JS.C.  662;  14  UB.C.  633,  80  Stat.  937  (49 
UB.C.  1666(b)  (1)  ) ;  49  CFR  1.46(b)  .) 

Effective  date:  These  amendments  are 
effective  February  3, 1977. 

Dated:  January  26, 1977. 

O.  W.  Siler, 
Admiral,  UJS.  Coast 
Guard  Commandant. 
(FR  Doc.77-3401  FUed  2-3-77;8:46  am] 


CHAPTER  11— CORPS  OF  ENGINEERS. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  ARMY 

PART  207— NAVIGATION  REGULATIONS 

St.  Marys  FaHs  Canal  and  Locks, 
Michigan 

In  February  of  1974  Great  Lakes  ship¬ 
ping  interests  requested  an  amendment 
to  33  CFR  207.440  (w)  allowing  vessels 
of  up  to  1,100  feet  in  length  to  transit 
Poe  Lock,  thus  modif3dng  the  existing 
1,000  feet  maximum  length  dim«ision 
provisions.  The  Department  of  the  Army, 
acting  through  the  Chief  of  Engineers, 
has  since  prepared  a  special  report,  en¬ 
titled  “Transit  of  a  105'  by  1,100'  Lake 
Freighter  through  the  Great  Lakes  Sys¬ 
tem,”  providing  all  known  Information 
that  would  be  used  as  a  basis  for  making 
a  determinati(Ki  of  impropriate  action  on 
the  requested  amendment.  Included  in 
this  report  is  public  and  private  input 
solicited  from  all  interested  parties.  This 
procedure  of  public  Involvement  is  one 
used  on  all  Corps  of  Engineers  studies 
and  includes  such  activities  as  public 
meetings  and  the  preparation  and  dis¬ 
semination  of  an  Environmental  Assess¬ 
ment. 

The  Detroit  District  held  a  public 
meeting  in  Detroit  on  30  Jime  1976.  The 
District  mailed  a  notice  of  this  public 
meeting  and  a  copy  of  the  Environmen¬ 
tal  Assessment  to  approximately  800 
known  interested  parties  on  27  May  1976. 
The  mailing  Ust  included  Congressmen 
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and  Grovemors  of  the  states  directly  af¬ 
fected  by  Great  Lakes  shipping,  Federal 
and  state  agencies.  Industry,  local  In¬ 
terest  groups,  Canadian  and  other  for¬ 
eign  interests,  news  media,  and  the  gen¬ 
eral  public.  After  the  meeting  the  District 
sent  first  a  digest  of  the  meeting,  then 
subsequently  the  draft  and  final  ver¬ 
sions  of  the  special  report,  to  all  800  on 
the  mailing  list. 

The  foregoing  public  involvement  has 
been  superior  to  a  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking.  Comments  that  would  be 
solicited  by  such  a  notice  would  only 
duplicate  previous  statements. 

Since  there  has  been  a  high  degree 
of  public  awareness  and  opportunity  for 
comment  prior  to  this  time,  it  has  been 
determined  that  relevant  provisiwis  of 
the  Administrative  Procedure  Act  (5 
U.S.C.  553)  requiring  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking,  opportunity  for  public  par¬ 
ticipation,  and  delay  in  effective  date  are 
unnecessary. 

The  Great  Lakes  shipping  Industry  has 
a  need  to  maximize  the  return  on  its 
fleet  investments  used  in  the  Great 
Lakes  transportation  system.  This  can 
be  done  through  the  use  of  larger  ships 
to  reduce  transportation  costs.  Because 
the  reduction  in  unit  shipping  co^ts  is 
much  greater  than  the  increased  cost  of 
additional  lockage  time  for  1,100-foot- 
long  vessels,  there  is  an  estimate  annual 
savings  of  $3.97  million  in  transportation 
costs  from  the  projected  change  to  1.100- 
foot  vessel  traffic.  This  can  be  accom¬ 
plished  without  additional  Federal  capi¬ 
tal  investment. 

The  Corps  of  Engineers  and  the  ship¬ 
ping  industry  jointly  have  developed  a 
lockage  procedure  to  permit  safe  transit 
of  1,100-foot-long  vesseb  through  the 
Poe  Lock.  Since  some  existing  safety 
equipment  designed  for  1,000-foot  ves¬ 
sels  will  not  be  usable  with  1.100-foot  ves¬ 
sels,  the  shipping  Industry  has  agreed 
to  outfit  all  1,100-foot  vessels  with  equip¬ 
ment  which  win  provide  an  alternative 
means  of  assuring  safety  during  transit. 

The  Detroit  District  prepared  an  En¬ 
vironmental  Assessment  for  the  transit¬ 
ing  of  1,100-foot-long  vessels  on  the 
Great  Lakes,  its  harbors,  and  connecting 
channels  and  Included  it  as  part  of  the 
report.  The  assessment  found  that  such 
actions  would  have  no  significant  Impact 
on  the  natural  environment.  No  sigmifl- 
cant  comment  on  the  Environmental 
Assessment  was  received. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  section  7  of  the  River  and  Harbor  Act 
of  August  8,  1917  (40  Stat.  266;  33  U.S.C. 
1) ,  §  207.440  governing  the  use.  adminis¬ 
tration  and  navigation  of  the  St.  Marys 
Falls  Canal  and  Locks  is  amended  with 
respect  to  paragraph  (w)  to  permit  the 
transit  of  vessels  up  to  1,100  feet  in  length 
through  Poe  Lock.  Title  33  CFR  is 
amended  by  revising  S  207.440 (w)  to  read 
as  follows,  effective  February  1,  1977: 

§  207.440  Sc  Marys  Falls  Canal  and 
Loclu,  Mkliigan;  use,  administra¬ 
tion,  and  navigation. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(w)  The  maximum  overall  dimensions 
of  vessels  that  will  be  permitted  to  trans¬ 
it  the  New  Poe  Lock  without  special  re¬ 
strictions  are  100  feet  in  width,  includ¬ 


ing  fendering,  and  1,000  feet  in  length, 
including  steering  poles  or  other  projec¬ 
tions.  Vessels  having  overall  widths  of 
over  100  feet  and  not  over  105  feet  In¬ 
cluding  fendering,  and  overall  lengths 
of  not  more  than  1,100  feet.  Including 
projections,  will  be  permitted  to  transit 
the  New  Poe  Lock  at  such  times  as  the 
District  Engineer  or  his  authorized  rep¬ 
resentative  determines  that  they  will 
not  imduly  delay  the  transit  of  vessels 
of  lesser  dimensions  or  endanger  the  lock 
structure  because  of  wind,  ice,  or  other 
adverse  conditions.  The  latter  vessels  will 
be  subject  to  such  special  handling  re¬ 
quirements  as  may  be  foxmd  necessary 
by  the  Area  Engineer  at  time  of  transit. 
Vessels  over  1,000  feet  in  lengtii  will  be  . 
required  to  be  equipped  with  six  mooring 
cables  and  winches  ready  for  use  to  as¬ 
sist  in  safe  transit  of  the  lock. 

•  •  •  •  • 

Note. — Department  of  the  Army  has 
determined  that  this  dociunent  doee  not 
contain  a  maj(»’  proposal  requiring  prepara¬ 
tion  of  an  Inflation  Impact  Statement  under 
ElxecutlTe  Order  11831  and  OMB  Circular 
A-107. 

Dated:  January  26, 1977. 

ViCTOa  V.  VlYSEY, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the 
Army  (.CivU  Works) . 
[PR  Doc.77-3615  Plied  2-3-77;8:45  am] 

Title  40 — Protection  of  Environment 

CHAPTER  I— ENVIRONMENTAL 
PRCTTECTION  AGENCY 
SUBCHAPTER  E— PESTICIDE  PROGRAMS 

'[PEL  679-8;  PP5P1589/R120I 

PART  180— TOLERANCES  AND  EXEMP¬ 
TIONS  FROM  TOLERANCES  FOR  PESTI¬ 
CIDE  CHEMICALS  IN  OR  ON  RAW  AGRI¬ 
CULTURAL  COMMODITIES 

Thiophanate-Methyl 

On  November  18,  1976,  the  Environ¬ 
mental  Protection  Agency  (EPA)  pub¬ 
lished  a  notice  of  proposed  rulanakfaig 
in  the  Federal  Register  (41  FR  50843) 
in  response  to  a  pesticide  petition  (PP 
5F1589)  submitted  to  the  Agency  by 
American  CTyanamld  CD.,  PO  Box  400, 
Princeton.  NJ  08540.  This  petltlim  pro¬ 
posed  that  40  CFR  180  be  amended  by 
the  establishment  of  a  tolerance  fm*  com¬ 
bined  residues  of  the  fungicide  thi- 
ophanate-methyl  (dlmethyl[l,2-phenyl- 
ene)bis  -  (iminocarbonothioyl)  Ibis  [car¬ 
bamate)  )  and  its  oxyg^  analog 
dimethyl-4,4' -o-phenylene-bis  and  its 
benzimidazole-containing  metabolites  in 
or  on  the  raw  agricultural  commodity 
bananas  at  2  parts  per  million  (ppm)  of 
which  not  more  than  0.2  ppm  shall  be 
present  in  the  pulp  after  the  peel  is  re¬ 
moved.  No  comments  or  requests  for  re¬ 
ferral  to  an  advismy  committee  were  re¬ 
ceived  in  response  to  this  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rulemaking. 

It  has  been  ccmcluded,  therefore,  that 
the  pr(^x)sed  amendments  to  40  CFR  180 
should  be  adopted  without  change,  and 
it  has  been  determined  that  this  regula¬ 
tion  will  protect  the  public  health. 

Any  person  adverse  affected  by  this 
regulation  may,  on  or  before  March  Y, 
1977,  file  written  objections  with  the 


Hearing  Clerk,  Environmental  Protection 
Agency,  East  Tower,  Rm.  1019,  401  M  St. 
SW,  Washington  DC  20460.  Such  objec¬ 
tions  should  be  submitted  in  quintupli- 
cate  and  should  specify  both  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  regulation  deemed  to  be  ob¬ 
jectionable  and  the  grounds  for  the  ob¬ 
jections.  If  a  hearing  is  requested,  the 
objections  must  state  the  issues  for  the 
hearing.  A  hearing  will  be  granted  if  the 
objections  are  supported  by  grounds 
legally  sufficient  to  justify  the  relief 
sought. 

(Sec.  408(d)(2),  Federal  Food.  Drug,  and 
Cosmetic  Act  (21  U.S.C.  346a(d)  (2)).) 

Effective  February  3,  1977,  Part  180  is 
amended  as  set  forth  below. 

Dated:  January  27,  1977. 

Edwin  L.  Johnson, 

Deputy  Assistant  Administrator 
for  Pesticide  Programs. 

1.  Section  180.3  is  amended  by  adding 
the  new  paragraph  (d)(10)  containing 
provision  for  pesticide  chemicals  having 
as  metabidites  compounds  containing  the 
benzimidazole  moiety,  to  read  as  follows: 

S  180.3  Tolerances  for  related  p«*sticid'' 
chemicals. 

*  •  •  *  • 

(d)  •  •  • 

(10)  Where  a  tolerance  is  established 
f(^  more  than  one  pesticide  having  as 
metabolites  compounds  containing  the 
benzimidazole  moiety  foimd  in  or  on  a 
raw  agricultural  commodity,  the  total 
amount  of  such  residues  shall  not  exceed 
the  highest  established  tolerance  for  a 
pesticide  having  these  metabolites. 

•  '  •  •  •  • 

2.  A  new  S  180.371  containing  a  tol¬ 
erance  for  residues  of  thlophanate-meth- 
yL  its  oxygen  analog,  and  its  benzimid¬ 
azole  ccmtalnlng  metabolites  of  2  ppm 
in  or  (m  bananas  and  of  0.2  ppm  in 
banana  pulp  after  removal  of  the  peel, 
is  added  to  read  as  follows : 

S  180.371  niiophanate-methyl ;  toler¬ 
ances  for  residues. 

Tolerances  are  established  for  residues 
of  the  fungicide  thl(g>hanate-methyl 
(dimethyl  [(1,2-phenylene)  bis  (iminocar¬ 
bonothioyl)  IblsEcarbamatel ) ,  its  oxygen 
analog,  dimethyl  -  4,4'  -  o  -  phenylene- 
bis,  and  its  benzimidazole  containing 
metabolites  (calculated  as  thlophanate- 
methyl)  in  or  on  the  following  raw  agri¬ 
cultural  commodities: 

Porta  per 


Commodity:  million 

Bananas - 

Bananas,  pulp -  0. 1 

•  •  •  •  * 


[FR  Doc.77-3306  Filed  2-3-77:8:45  am] 

SUBCHAPTER  H— OCEAN  DUMPING 
[FRL679-T1 

HNAL  REVISION  OF  REGULATIONS 
AND  CRITERIA 

CorrectUm  ‘  \ 

In  FR  Doc.  77-900  appearing  at  pasa 
2462  in  the  Federal  Register  of  Jam*- 
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ary  11, 1977,  the  following  changes  should 
be  made : 

1.  On  page  2472  the  final  sentence  of 
§  222.6  is  corrected  to  read  as  follows: 

“For  adjudicatory  hearings  held  pur¬ 
suant  to  §  222.11,  the  Presiding  Officer 
shall  be  an  EPA  employee  who  has  had 
no  prior  connection  with  the  permit  ap¬ 
plication  in  question,  including  without 
limitation,  the  performance  of  investiga¬ 
tive  or  prosecuting  functions  or  any  oth¬ 
er  functions,  and  who  is  not  employed  in 
the  Enforcement  Division  or  any  Re¬ 
gional  enforcement  office.” 

2.  On  page  2472,  §  222.8,  the  19th  line 
of  that  paragr£«)h  is  corrected  by  insert¬ 
ing  a  period  after  the  word  “upon”  and 
striking  the  rest  of  the  sentence. 

Dated :  January  27, 1977. 

Andrew  W.  Breidenbach, 
Assistant  Administrator  for  Wa¬ 
ter  and  Hazardous  Materials. 

[PR  Doc.77-3305  PU«d  2-3-77:8:45  am] 


Title  45 — Public  WeHare 

CHAPTER  II— SOCIAL  AND  REHABILITA¬ 
TION  SERVICE  (ASSISTANCE  PRO¬ 
GRAMS).  DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH. 
EDUCATION.  AND  WELFARE 

PART  233— COVERAGE  AND  CONDITIONS 
OF  ELIGIBILITY  IN  HNANCiAL  ASSIST¬ 
ANCE  PROGRAMS 

Need  Standards;  Factors  Specific  to  AFDC 

Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  was 
publish^  in  the  FtoERAi.  Register  cm 
December  23,  1975  (40  PR  49353) ,  to  im¬ 
plement  the  U.S,  Supreme  Court  decision 
in  Van  Lare  v.  Hurley,  419  U.S.  1045 
(1975)  and  to  delete  an  obsolete  require¬ 
ment  relating  to  methods  of  determining 
needs  in  public  assistance  programs.  In 
the  Van  iMre  v.  Hurley  decision,  the  U.S. 
Supreme  Court  rendered  invalid  a  New 
York  State  regulation  which  required 
that  the  shelter  allowance  of  a  family 
receiving  Aid  to  Families  with  Depend¬ 
ent  Children  be  reduced  pro-rata  solely 
because  a  non-legally  responsible  indi¬ 
vidual  also  resided  in  the  home.  The 
Court  held  that  Federal  law  bars  States 
from  assuming  that  non-legally  respon¬ 
sible  individuals  will  apply  their  re¬ 
sources  to  aid  a  child  receiving  AFDC; 
prorating  the  shelter  allowance  in  such 
circumstances  constitutes  an  impermis¬ 
sible  assmnption  of  Income. 

Responses  were  received  on  the  pro¬ 
posed  regulation  from  15  sources:  9 
State  welfare  agencies;  2  local  welfare 
agencies;  1  State  aging  office;  1  legal  aid 
society;  1  community  action  agency; 
and  1  member  agency  of  the  Advisory 
Council  on  Intergovernmental  Relations 
(ACIR) .  The  AClR  member  agency  had 
no  comments.  Comments  received,  and 
the  HEW  responses  are  as  follows: 

1.  Comment:  Four  State  and  local  wel¬ 
fare  agencies  and  two  private  agencies 
supported  the  proposed  regulation. 
Three  of  these  agencies  indicated  that 
the  policies  contained  in  the  pr(^x)sed 
regulation  had  already  been  imple¬ 
mented  in  their  States  as  a  result  of  the 
U.S.  District  Court  rulings. 


2.  Comment:  Four  State  welfare  agen¬ 
cies  felt  that  the  Court  decision  was 
specific  to  the  “man-ln-the-house”  sit¬ 
uation  and  that  the  regulatkm  should 
not  apply  to  all  shared  househ<4ds. 

Response:  The  man-in-the-house  sit¬ 
uation  had  already  beoi  adjudicated 
in  the  King  v.  Smith  decision  of  the  UB. 
Supreme  Court  which  was  implemented 
in  45  CFR  233.90(a)  in  1971.  There 
would  have  been  no  reas<m  for  the  Su¬ 
preme  Court  to  rule  in  Van  Lare  v. 
Hurley  if  it  had  been  m^ely  a  r^petl- 
ti<m  of  King  v.  Smith.  In  Van  Lare  only 
one  of  the  three  petitioners  could  be 
considered  to  be  sharing  living  arrange¬ 
ments  with  a  man-in-the-house;  of  the 
other  two,  cme  was  sharing  with  a  sis¬ 
ter.  one  with  an  adult  son. 

In  the  Van  Lare  decisicm.the  Court 
held  that  prorating  the  standard  of  need 
is  another  f(»Tn  of  assumption  of  income 
from  non-legally  responsible  individuals 
which  has  long  been  prohibited  by  Fed¬ 
eral  regulations  and  upheld  by  the  U.S. 
Supreme  Court  in  the  case  of  King  v. 
Smith.  Lewis  v.  Martin,  et  al.  Therefore, 
the  Department  sees  no  basis  for  making 
a  distincti<m  between  non-legally  liable 
individuals  depending  aa  vdiere  the 
child’s  home  is.  Under  Federal  regula- 
ti<ms  in  45  CFR  233.90,  a  child’s  home 
is  where  the  child  is  living. 

3.  Comment:  Four  State  welfare 
agencies  felt  the  proposed  regulati<ms 
would  encourage  non-legally  responsible 
individuals  who  share  households  with 
AFDC  recipients  to  discontinue  owitri- 
butkms  to  household  expanses  which 
they  may  now  be  making,  and  would 
result  in  non-legaUy  responsible  individ¬ 
uals  who  are  ineligible  for  AFDC  being 
subsidized  by  AFDC  payments. 

Response:  There  is  no  legal  basis  for 
forcing  or  requiring  a  contribution  from 
a  non-legally  liable  individual.  If  a 
former  contributor  discontinues  that 
contribution,  thoi  the  agency  would  need 
to  provide  for  the  dependent  child  what¬ 
ever  amount  is  allowed  under  the  State’s 
standard.  In  States  which  have  taken 
into  consideratiMi  income  actually  avail¬ 
able  in  accordance  with  Federal  law  and 
regulations,  the  proposed  r^;ulation 
would  not  cause  any  cb^ge  in  their  pro¬ 
grams.  Thus,  the  regulation  only  pre¬ 
sents  a  problem  in  those  States  that  have 
been  assuming  income.  Any  monies 
which  are  actually  contributed  must, 
imder  present  law  and  regulations,  be 
considered  as  inccane  or  resources. 

4.  Comment:  One  State  welfare 
agency  suggested  that  a  n<m-needy  in¬ 
dividual  residing  with  an  AFDC  assist¬ 
ance  unit  should  assume  responsibility 
for  contributing  his  share  for  shriter 
and  utilities.  Another  ag^cy  proposed 
that  a  recipient  sign  an  affidavit  that 
a  non-eligible  individiial  living  in  the 
household  is  not  ccmtributing  to  the  sup¬ 
port  of  the  AFDC  assistance  unit. 

Response:  HEW  believes  that  a  mm- 
needy  individual  should  contribute  his 
share  of  household  expienses  if  able  to 
do  so.  ’The  amended  regulation  does  not 
relieve  the  APDC  recipient  in  any  way 


frcxn  his  respcmsibility  under  Federal 
law  and  current  regulatkms  to  report  all 
income  which  is  received  by  the  AFDC 
assistance  unit.  Since  presoit  law  and 
regulaticm  require  that  a  reclplait  re¬ 
port  all  incrane  and  he  in  fact  attests 
rai  his  Implication  for  assistance  as  to 
his  income,  HEW  believes  that  signing  an 
additional  affidavit  is  not  necessary  and 
might  be  administratively  cumbersome. 

5.  Comment:  Three  State  welfare 
agencies  Objected  to  the  proposed  regu¬ 
lation  because  of  the  potential  increase 
in  APDC  expenditures,  and  one  sug¬ 
gested  that  the  proposed  regulation  be 
withdrawn  pending  further  analysis  of 
cost. 

Response:  There  will  be  increases  in 
assistance  expenditures  in  States  which 
have  Incorrectly  or  improperly  assumed 
incrane  from  non-legally  responsible  in¬ 
dividuals  which  is  not  in  fact  available. 
Under  present  law  this  result  cannot  be 
avoided  since  only  income  which  is  in 
fact  made  available  is  to  be  taken  into 
craasideration  in  reducing  the  APDC  pay¬ 
ment.  HEW  believes,  therefore,  that  an 
analysis  of  cost  would  not  serve  a  i^ful 
purpose. 

6.  Comment:  One  local  agency  which 
supported  the  proposed  regulation  ex¬ 
pressed  concern  that  it  would  increase 
administrative  work. 

Response:  There  will  be  some  in¬ 
crease  administrative  work  as  a  result 
of  the  regulation  because  States  which 
have  been  inappnmriately  reducing  al¬ 
lowances  (needs)  pro-rata  will  now  have 
to  determine  whether  actual  contribu¬ 
tions  have  been  made.  However,  Federal 
matching  will  be  available  for  any  in¬ 
crease  in  administrative  costs.  Shared 
households  do  not  constitute  a  high  per¬ 
centage  of  the  case  load  in  many  States. 

7.  Comment:  Two  State  welfare  agen¬ 
cies  objected  to  the  use  in  the  proposed 
regulation  at  §  233.90(a)  of  the  term 
“members  of  the  household.” 

Response:  The  final  regulation  has 
been  changed  to  substitute  the  term  “in¬ 
dividuals  living  in  the  household”  (the 
language  of  the  Van  Lare  decision) . 

8.  Comment:  One  State  welfare  agency 
objected  to  the  use  in  the  proposed  reg¬ 
ulation  at  §  233.90(a)  of  the  term  “proof 
of  actual  contribution.” 

Response:  The  term  objected  to  is  not 
new;  it  has  been  included  in  §  233.90(a) 
since  1971.  HEW  believes  that  it  con¬ 
tinues  to  be  appropriate  xisage  imder 
present  law.  State  welfare  agencies  have 
the  responsibility  and  the  option  for  de¬ 
termining  what  is  proof  of  actual  con¬ 
tributions. 

9.  Comment:  One  State  welfare  agency 
objectc  1  to  the  proposed  regulation  at 
both  S  233.20(a)  (2)  (vli)  and  §  233.90(a) 
of  the  term  “prorate.” 

Response:  The  term  “prorate”  is  the 
term  used  in  the  Court’s  decision,  and 
has  been  used  in  many  States  which  fol¬ 
lows  the  now  prohibited  policy. 

10.  Comment:  One  respondent  ex¬ 
pressed  concern  over  the  (me-thlrd  re¬ 
duction  in  the  SSI  payment  when  an  SSI 
beneficiary  lives  In  the  household  of  an¬ 
other,  Including  AFDC  househidds. 
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Response:  The  SSI  one-third  reduc¬ 
tion  is  provided  for  In  law  (title.  XVI  of 
the  Social  Security  Act) . 

11.  Comment:  One  State  welfare 
agency  objected  to  the  deletion  of  re¬ 
quirements  at  §  233.20(a)  (2)  (iv)  for 
methods  for  determining  needs. 

Response:  The  deletion  in  §  233.20(a) 
(2)  (iv)  was  only  with  reference  to  the 
requirement  for  use  of  an  SRS  publica¬ 
tion  ’‘Guides  and  Recommendatimis’* 
whl(^  has  become  an  obsolete  puUlca- 
tion;  however,  the  requirements  remains 
in  effect  that  States  must  include  in  their 
plans  the  method  used  in  determining 
need. 

12.  Comment:  One  respondent  re¬ 
quested  an  extension  of  the  comment  pe¬ 
riod  to  90  days. 

Response:  Inasmuch  as  the  commeuts 
received  during  the  period  provided  can¬ 
not  be  accommodated  under  present  law, 
HEW  believes  that  an  extension  of  the 
comment  period  would  not  serve  a  useful 
purpose. 

After  consideration  of  the  comments 
received,  the  proposed  regulatlmi  is 
adopted  with  the  above  indicated 
changes. 

Part  233,  CJhapter  n.  Title  45  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  amended 
as  follows: 

1.  Section  233.20  is  amended  by  revis¬ 
ing  paragraph  (a)  (2)  (iv)  and  by  adding 
a  new  paragraph  (a)  (2)  (vlii)  to  read  as 
set  forth  below: 


child  under  State  law  of  general  appli¬ 
cability  which  requires  stepparents  to 
support  stepchildren  to  the  same  extent 
that  natural  or  adc^tlve  parents  are 
required  to  support  their  children.  Under 
this  requirement,  the  inclusion  in  the 
family,  or  the  presence  in  the  home,  of 
a  “substitute  parent”  or  “man-in-the- 
house”  or  any  individual  other  than  one 
described  in  this  paragraph  Is  not  an 
acceptable  basis  for  a  finding  of  ineligi¬ 
bility  or  for  assiunlng  the  availability  of 
income  by  the  State;  nm*  may  the  State 
agency  prorate  or  otherwise  reduce  the 
money  amount  for  any  need  item  in¬ 
cluded  in  the  standard  on  the  basis  of  As¬ 
sumed  contributions  from  nonlegally  re¬ 
sponsible  individuals  living  in  the  house¬ 
hold.  In  establishing  financial  eligibility 
and  the  amoimt  of  the  assistance  pay¬ 
ment,  only  such  net  income  as  is  actually 
available  for  current  iise  on  a  regular 
basis  will  be  considered,  and  the  income 
only  of  the  parent  described  in  the  first 
sentence  of  this  paragraph  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  available  for  children  in  the 
household  in  the  absence  of  proof  of  ac¬ 
tual  contributions. 

#  •  •  •  # 
Effective  date:  The*  regulation  in 
§  233.20(a)  (2)  (iv)  is  effective  on  Febru¬ 
ary  3,  1977.  The  regulations  in  §  233.20 
(a)  (2)  (vlii)  and  §  233.90(a)  implement 
a  UH.  Supreme  Comt  decision  which  was 
effective  on  May  19,  1975. 


§  233.20  Need  and  amount  of  assistance. 

(a)  Requirements  for  State  Plans.  A 
State  Plan  for  OAA,  AFDC,  AB,  APTD 
or  AABD  must,  as  specified  below: 

•  •  •  •  • 

(2)  Standards  of  assistance.  •  •  • 
(iv)  Include  the  method  used  in  deter¬ 
mining  need  and  the  amount  of  the  as¬ 
sistance  payment. 

•  •  •  •  '  • 

(viii)  Provided  that  the  money  amoimt 
of  any  need  item  Included  in  the  stand¬ 
ard  will  not  be  prorated  or  otherwise 
reduced  solely  because  of  the  presence 
in  the  household  of  a  non-legally  respon¬ 
sible  individual;  and  the  agency  will  not 
assume  any  contribution  from  such  in¬ 
dividual  for  the  support  of  the  assistance 
unit. 

•  •  •  *  • 

Section  233.90  is  amended  by  revising 
paragraph  (a)  to  read  as  set  forth  below: 

§  233.90  Factors  specific  to  AFDC. 

(a)  State  plan  requirement.  A  State 
plan  under  title  IV-A  of  the  Social 
Security  Act  must  provide  that  the  de¬ 
termination  whether  a  child  has  be^ 
deprived  of  parental  support  or  care  by 
reason  of  the  death,  continued  absoice 
from  the  home,  or  physical  or  mental 
Incapacity  of  a  parent,  or  (if  the  State 
plan  includes  such  cases)  the  unemploy¬ 
ment  of  his  father,  will  be  made  only  in 
relation  to  the  child’s  natural  or  adoptive 
parent,  or  In  relation  to  the  child’s  step¬ 
parent  who  is  ceremonially  married  to 
the  child’s  natural  ad<H>tive  parent 
and  is  legally  obligated  to  support  the 


(Sec.  1102, 49  Stat.  647  (42  UA.C.  1302) .) 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  13.761,  Public  Assistance-Main¬ 
tenance  Assistance  (State  Aid).) 

Answers  to  specific  questicms  may  be 
obtained  by  calling  Mrs.  Mary  Steers, 
area  code  202-245-3817. 

Note. — ^The  Social  and  Rehabilitation 
Service  has  determined  that  this  document 
does  not  require  preparation  an  Infla¬ 
tionary  Impact  Statement  under  Executive 
Order  No.  11821  and  OMB  Circular  A-107. 

Dated;  January  6,  1977. 

Robert  Fulton, 
Administrator,  Social 
and  Rehabilitation  Service. 

Approved:  January  18,  1977. 

Marjorie  Lynch, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.77-3343  Filed  2-2-77:8:46  amj 


Title  46 — Shipping 

CHAPTER  I— COAST  GUARD. 
DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

[CGD  75-225] 

PART  147— REGULATIONS  GOVERNING 
USE  OF  DANGEROUS  ARTICLES  .\S 
SHIPS’  STORES  AND  SUPPLIES  ON 
BOARD  VESSELS 

Semi-Portable  Carbon  Dioxide  Systems 

On  July  26, 1976,  a  document  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (41  FR 
30664)  proposing  to  amend  the  regula- 
tlmis  governing  the  use  of  ships’  stores 
and  supplies  by  adding  testing  require¬ 


ments  for  discharge  hoses  of  semi-port¬ 
able  carbon  dioxide  systems. 

Interested  persons  were  given  an  op¬ 
portunity  to  comment  on  the  proposed 
amendment.  One  comment  was  received. 
This  comment  was  in  favor  of  the  pro¬ 
posal. 

In  ccmsideration  of  the  foregoing,  the 
pix^MMal  Is  adopted  without  change  and 
is  set  forth  below. 

Effective  date:  ’This  amendment  be¬ 
comes  effective  on  March  7,  1977. 

Note. — The  Coast  Guard  has  determined 
that  this  document  does  not  contain  a  major 
proposal  requiring  preparation  of  an  Infla¬ 
tion  In4>act  Statement  undo*  Executive  Or¬ 
der  11821  and  OMB  Circular  A-107. 

Dated:  January  13,  1977, 

O.  W.  Siler, 
Admiral:  U.S.  Coast 
Guard  Commandant. 

Part  147  of  Title  46,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations  is  amended  by  adding  a  new 
§  147.04-1  (a)  (8)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  147.<)4— 1  Cylinder  requirements. 

(a)  •  •  • 

(8)  Each  discharge  hose  of  a  semi¬ 
portable  COi  system  shall  be  tested  at 
a  pressure  of  1000  pounds  per  square 
inch  whenever  the  cylinders  are  retested 
under  any  of  the  conditions  noted  in 
this  paragraph. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(46  U.S.C.  170,  375,  416;  E.O.  11239  and 
11382;  49  CFR  1.46.) 

[FR  Doc.77-3402  FUed  2-2-77:8:45  am] 


Title  49 — ^Transportation 

CHAPTER  X— INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

SUBCHAPTER  A— GENERAL  RULES  AND 
REGULATIONS 

[Arndt.  No.  3  SO  1242] 

PART  1033— CAR  SERVICE 

Kansas  City  Southern  Railway  Company 
Authorized  To  Operate  Over  Cmrtain 
Tracks  of  Southern  Pacific  Transporta¬ 
tion  Company 

At  a  Session  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  CTommlsslon,  Railroad  Service 
Board,  held  In  Washington,  D.C..  on  the 
28th  day  of  January,  1977. 

Upon  further  consideration  of  Service 
Order  No.  1242  (41  PR  18053,  31824,  and 
48344) ,  and  good  cause  appearing  there¬ 
for: 

It  is  ordered.  ’That  Service  Order  No. 
1242  be,  and  it  is  hereby,  amended  by 
substituting  the  following  paragraph  (e) 
for  paragraph  (e)  thereof: 

§  1033.1242  Hie  Kansas  City  Southern 
Railway  Company  authorized  to  oper¬ 
ate  over  tracks  of  Southern  Pacific 
Transportation  Company. 

^e)  Expiration  date.  The  provisions  of 
this  order  shall  expire  at  11:59  pm.,  July 
31,  1977,  unless  otherwise  modified, 
changed,  or  suspended  by  order  of  this 
Commission. 
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Effective  date.  This  amendment  shall 
become  effective  at  11:59  p.m.,  January 
31,  1977. 

(Secs.  1.  12,  15.  and  17(2).  24  Stat.  379.  383, 
384,  as  amended;  49  T1.S.C.  1.  12.  15,  and  17 
(2).  Interprets  or  applies  secs.  1(19-17).  15 
(4),  and  17(2),  40  Stat.  101,  as  amended.  64 
Stat.  911;  49  U.S.C.  1(10-17).  16(4),  and  17 
(2).) 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  a  cwy  of 
this  amendment  shall  be  served  upon 
the  Association  of  American  Railroads. 
Car  Service  Division,  as  agent  of  all  rail¬ 
roads  subscribing  to  the  car  service  and 
car  hire  agreement  under  the  terms  of 
that  agreement,  and  upon  the  American 
Short  Line  Railroad  Association;  and 
that  notice  of  this  amendment  be  given 
to  the  general  pidillc  by  depositing  a 
copy  in  the  office  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Commission  at  Washington,  D.C„  and 
by  filing  it  with  the  Director.  Office  of 
the  Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission.  Rallrocul  Service 
Board,  members  Joel  E.  Bums.  Lewis  R. 
Teeple  and  Thomas  J.  Bjnme. 

Robert  L.  Oswalb. 

SecreUa%. 

[PR  Doc.77-3422  PUed  2-2-77:8:45  am) 

[Arndt.  8,  SO  1163] 

PART  1033— CAR  SERVICE 

Missouri  Pacific  Railroad  Company  Author* 
ized  To  Operate  Over  Tracks  of  Union 
Pacific  Railroad  Company 

At  a  Session  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  Railroad  Servloe 
Board,  held  in  Washington,  D.C.,  <»i  the 
28th  day  of  January,  1977. 

Upon  further  consideration  of  Service 
Order  No.  1163  (38  PR  32259;  39  ER 
18280,  41854;  40  FR  24005,  56443;  41  FR 
22067,  48343,  and  56652),  and  good  cause 
appearing  therefor: 

It  is  ordered.  That  Service  Order  No. 
1163  be,  and  it  is  hereby,  amended  by 
substituting  the  following  paragraph  (e) 
for  paragraph  (e)  thereof: 

§  1033.1163  Missouri  Pacific  Railroad 
Company  authorized  to  operate  over 
tracks  of  Union  Pacific  Railroad 
Company. 

(e)  Expiration  date.  The  provisions  of 
this  order  shall  expire  at  11:59  t>dn..  April 

30,  1977,  unless  otherwise  modified, 
changed,  or  suspended  by  order  of  this 
(Tcmunission. 

Effective  date.  This  amendment  shall 
become  effective  at  11:59  pjn.,  January 

31,  1977. 

(Secs.  1,  12,  15,  and  17(2),  24  Stat.  379.  383. 
384,  as  amended;  49  UJS.C.  1.  12.  15,  and  17 
(2).  Interprets  or  applies  secs.  1(10-17),  15 
(4).  and  17(2).  40  Stat.  101,  as  amended.  54 
Stat.  911;  49  US.C.  1(10-17),  15(4).  and  17 
(2).) 

It  is  further  ordered.  TTiat  a  copy  of 
this  amendment  shall  be  served  upon  the 
Association  of  Am^icaii  Railroads.  Car 
Service  Division,  as  agent  of  all  railioads 
sidiscrlblng  to  the  car  service  and  car 
hire  agreem^t  under  the  terms  of  that 


agreement,  and  upcm  the  American  Short 
Line  Railroad  Association;  and  that  no¬ 
tice  of  this  amendment  be  given  to  the 
general  public  by  depositing  a  copy  in  the 
Office  of  the  S^retary  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion  at  Washington.  D.C.,  and  by  filing  it 
with  the  Director,  Office  of  the  Federal 
Register. 

By  the  Commission,  Railroad  Service 
Board,  members,  Joel  K  Bums,  Lewis 
R.  Teeple  and  Thomas  J.  Byrne. 

'  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.77-3423  Filed  2-2-77;8:45  am] 


SUBCHAPTER  C— ACCOUNTS,  RECORDS  AND 
REPORTS 

PART  1201— RAILROAD  COMPANIES 

Minimum  Rule  Applicable  to  Railroad  Prop¬ 
erty  Acquisitions,  Additions  and  Better¬ 
ments 

Certain  revised  accounting  regula- 
tlcms  governing  railroad  companies  (49 
CFR  Part  1201)  are  adopted  to  be  effec¬ 
tive  January  1,  1977, 

We  have  reviewed  the  minimum  rule 
on  property  acquisitions,  additions  and 
betterments  established  in  Instruction  2- 
2  oi  the  Uniform  System  of  Accounts  for 
Railroad  Companies,  and  conclude  that 
a  revisicMi  is  appropriate  and  necessary. 

The  current  minimum  capitalization 
level  of  $1500  has  been  in  effect  since 
January  1,  1973. 

The  purpose  of  the  minimum  rule  is  to 
reduce  that  burden  associated  with  ac- 
coxmtlng  for  minor  Items  of  property, 
without  impairing  the  ability  of  the  fi¬ 
nancial  statements  to  refiect  fairly  finan¬ 
cial  position  and  operating  results.  The 
minimum  capitalization  level  should  be 
an  amount  which  permits  a  substantial 
reduction  of  recor^eeplng  while  b^ng 
sufficiently  low  to  guard  against  the  ex¬ 
clusion  of  substantial  amounts  of  capital 
items  from  the  property  investment 
account. 

-  To  determine  the  effects  of  infiatlon  on 
the  current  mlnimiun  rule,  we  analyzed 
three  of  the  most  relevant  Indexes  of 
price  changes.  The  indexes  analyzed 
were:  (1)  The  Department  of  Labor’s 
Wholesale  Price  Index,  (2)  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Commerce’s  Gross  National 
Product-Implicit  Price  Defiator,  and  (3) 
the  Association  of  American  Railroads’ 
Wage  and  Material  Price  Index.  None  of 
these  indexes  apply  specifically  to  the 
types  of  items  which  are  generally  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  minimum  rule;  however,  they 
serve  as  general  indicators  of  inflation¬ 
ary  trends.  All  of  the  indexes  yielded 
amoimts  in  excess  of  $2000  when  1972 
dollars  were  adjusted  to  current  value. 
Upon  consideration  of  this  and  other 
factors,  we  find  that  $2,000  Is  now  an 
appropriate  capltalizaticm  level  which 
satisfactorily  fulfills  the  objective  of  the 
minimum  rule. 

This  revision  is  intended  to  relieve 
railroads  of  accoimting  burden  associated 
with  the  capitalization  of  minor  it^ns  of 
property.  Therefore,  rulemaking  proceed¬ 
ings  tmder  Sections  553  and  559  of  the 
Administrative  Procediuv  Act  (5  UB.C. 
553  and  559)  are  not  necessary. 


Findings 

We  find  that  Part  1201  ot  Chapter  X 
of  Title  49  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regu- 
laticms  should  be  amended  as  detailed  in 
the  appended  statement  of  changes;  and 
that  such  rules  are  reasonable  and  neces¬ 
sary  to  the  effective  enforcemait  of  the 
provisions  of  Parts  I.  n.  ni.  and  IV  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act,  as  amended: 
that  such  rules  are  otherwise  lawful  and. 
to  the  extent  so  foimd  in  this  report,  con¬ 
sistent  with  the  public  interest  ana  the 
national  transportation  policy;  and  that 
this  decision  is  not  a  major  F^eral  ac¬ 
tion  significantly  affecting  the  quality  of 
the  human  environment  within  the 
meaning  of  the  Nati(Hial  Environmental 
Policy  Act  of  1969. 

An  appropriate  order  will  be  entered. 

Order 

At  a  general  session  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  held  at  its  office 
in  Washington,  D.C.  on  the  21st  day  of 
January  1977. 

Consideration  having  been  giv«i  to  the 
matters  and  things  involved  In  this  pro¬ 
ceeding,  and  the  said  Commission,  on  the 
date  thereof,  having  made  and  filed  a  re¬ 
port  herein  containing  its  findings  and 
conclusions,  which  report  is  hereby  made 
a  part  hereof : 

It  is  ordered.  That,  effective  January 
1,  1977,  the  regulations  prescribed  in 
Part  1201,  of  Chapter  X,  Subchapter  C 
of  ’Title  49  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regu¬ 
lations  be,  and  they  are  hereby,  revised 
to  read  as  shown  below. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  service  of 
this  order  shall  be  made  on  all  affected 
carriers;  and  to  the  Governor  of  every 
State  and  to  the  Public  Utilities  Com¬ 
missions  or  Boards  of  each  State  having 
jurisdiction  over  transportation;  and 
that  notice  of  this  order  shall  be  given 
to  the  general  public  by  depositing  a  copy 
in  the  Office  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Commission  at  Washington,  D.C.  and  by 
filing  a  ccqjy  with  the  Director,  Office  of 
the  Federal  Register,  for  publication  In 
the  Federal  Register. 

(49  UJ5.C.  12,  20.) 

By  the  Commission. 

Robert  L.  Oswald, 
Secretary. 

Note:  This  decision  is  not  a  major  Federal 
action  significantly  affecting  the  quality  of 
the  human  environment  within  the  mean¬ 
ing  of  the  National  Environmental  Policy 
Act  of  1969. 

Statement  of  Amended  Rules 

Part  1201,  “INSTRUC’nONS  FOR 
PROPERTY  ACCOUNTS”.  InstrucUons 
2-2  and  2-9  are  amended  as  follows; 

Item  No.  1.  Instruction  “2-2  Minimum 
rule  applicable  to  additions  to  property” 
is  revised  by  replacing  the  references  to 
“$1500”  in  the  first  and  third  sentences, 
to  read  as  “$2000.” 

As  amended  the  rule  reads; 

*  •  •  •  • 

2-2  Minimum  rule  applicable  to  addi¬ 
tions  to  property.  An  exception  to  the  rule 
in  instruction  2-1  Is  that  when  the  cost  of 
acquisition  of  units  of  road  property  and  of 
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additions  and  betterments  to  existing  vmits 
of  road  property  (other  than  land  or  tracks)  ' 
is  less  than  $2000  such  cost  shall  be  charged 
to  operating  expenses.  The  carrier  shall  not 
parcel  expenditures  under  a  general  plan  for 
the  purpose  of  bringing  the  accounting  for 
such  expenditures  within  this  minimum 
rule.  An  amount  of  less  than  $2000  may  be 
adopted  for  purposes  of  this  rule  provided 
the  carrier  first  notifies  the  Commission  of 
the  amount  it  proposes  to  adc^t  and  there¬ 
after  makes  no  change  in  the  amount  unless 
authorized  to  do  so  by  the  Commission.  An 
amofint  so  adopted  shall  be  adhered  to  in 
reporting  property  changes  for  valuation 
purposes. 

•  •  *  *  * 

Item  No.  2.  Instruction  “2-9  Additions 
and  retirements  of  other  than  units  of 
property”  is  revised  by  rQ>lacing  the  ref¬ 
erence  to  “$1500”  in  the  first  sentence  of 
paragraph  (a) ,  to  read  as  “$2000.” 

As  amended  the  rule  reads: 

•  •  •  •  * 

2-9  Additions  and  retirements  of  other 
than  units  of  property,  (a)  When  an  Item 
of  road  or  equipment  property,  other  than  a 
complete  unit,  is  addd  to  the  plant  and  the 
addition  is  not  a  replacement,  the  cost  there¬ 
of  Shall  be  accounted  for  In  the  same  manner 
as  an  addition  of  a  complete  unit  of  prop¬ 
erty,  subject  to  the  $2000  minimum  rule  ap¬ 
plicable  to  roiwl  property.  When  an  Item  of 
property  other  than  a  complete  unit  (minor 
Item)  is  replaced,  Independent  of  the  com¬ 
plete  Tinit  of  which  It  is  a  part,  the  cost 
of  replacement  shall  be  treated  as  main¬ 
tenance  and  charged  to  operating  expenses; 
except  that,  when  the  replacement  effects  a 
substantial  betterment  through  the  iq>pllca- 
tlon  of  superior  parts,  the  primary  aim  of 
which  Is  to  make  the  property  affected  more 
useful,  more  efficient,  of  greater  durability, 
or  of  greater  capacity,  the  excess  cost  of  new 
parts  over  the  current  cost  of  new  parts,  of 
the  kind  replaced  shall  be  charged  to  the  ap¬ 
propriate  primary  property  account.  The  cost 
ot  removing  old  appliances  and  applying 
the  Improved  parts  shall  be  charged  to  oper¬ 
ating  expenses.  (See  instruction  2-8 (b)  cov¬ 
ering  retirement  of  a  minor  item  not  re¬ 
placed.) 

•  •  *  •  • 

|FB  Doc.77-3278  Filed  2-2-77;  8:46aml 

Title  43 — Public  Lands:  Interior 

SUBTITLE  A— OFFICE  OF  THE 

SECRETARY  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

PART  20— EMPLOYEE  RESPONSIBILITIES 
AND  CONDUCT 

Publication  of  Appendices  D  Through  F 

In  accordance  with  the  provlslc«is  of 
43  CFR  20.735-18,  19  and  20,  Appendices 
D,  E,  and  F  to  Part  20  of  Tltie  43  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  are  pub¬ 
lished  in  their  entirety  to  show  bureaus 
and  offices,  or  subiuiits  thereof,  perform¬ 
ing  functimis  or  duties  under  the  Federal 
Land  Policy  and  Management  Act  (Pub. 
li.  94-579) ,  the  Mining  in  the  Parks  Act 
(Pub.  L.  94-429) ,  and  the  Energy  Policy 
and  Conservation  Act  (Pub.  L.  94-163) 
respectively  and  positicxis  within  those 
bureaus  and  offices  which  the  Secretary 
has  determined  to  be  exempt  from  public 
disclosure  requirements.  As  provided  in 
43  CFR  20.735-18,  19  and  20,  all  officers 
and  muiloyees  of  the  Department  who 
are  employed  In  offices  and  bureaus,  or 
subunits  thereof,  performing  functions 


or  duties  under  any  of  the  three  Acts  are 
required  to  file  aniUcable  public  dis¬ 
closure  statements  unless  specifically  ex¬ 
empted  by  the  Secretary.  Such  exemp- 
ti(ms  are  identified  In  A]H)endlces  D.  E 
and  F  and  are  effective  for  the  Febru¬ 
ary  1, 1977,  filing  date. 

(Pub.  L.  94-679;  Pub.  L.  94r-429;  Pub.  L.  94r- 
163;  and  43  CFR  30.735-18,  19  and  20.) 

Dated;  January  28,  1977. 

Richard  R.  Hite, 

Acting  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

Appendix  D 

LIST  OF  BUREAUS  AND  OFFICES,  OB  SUBUNITS 
THEREOF,  PERFORMING  PUNCTTONS  OR  DUTIES 
UNDER  THE  FEDERAL  LAND  POLICY  AND  MAN¬ 
AGEMENT  ACT  AND  POSITIONS  WHICH  THE 
SECRETARY  HAS  DETERMINED  TO  BE  EXEMPT 
FROM  REPORTING  REQUIREMENTS  OF  SECTION 
313 

All  employees  In  the  following  bureaus, 
offices,  and  subunits  thereof,  are  subject  to 
the  filing  requirements  of  the  Act  except  for 
toe  following  positions  which  do  not  Involve 
policymaking  or  regulatory  responsibility 
under  the  Act. 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

OS-14,  confidential  assistant,  Washington, 
D.C. 

OS-12,  secretarial  assistant,  Washington,  D.C. 
OS-11,  staff  assistant,  WashlngUm,  D.C. 

OS-11  and  below,  confidential  assistants, 
Washington,  D.C. 

OS-10  and  below,  secretarial  and  clerical 
personnel,  Washington,  D.C. 

OS-9,  correspondence  analysts,  Washington, 
D.C. 

OS-9,  correspondence  Management  special¬ 
ists,  Washington,  D.C. 

OS-14,  staff  assistant,  field  office. 

OS-14,  staff  director,  field  office. 

OS-14,  public  Information  specialist.  Field 
office. 

OS-13,  staff  assistants  and  officers,  field  office. 
OS-12,  staff  assistants,  field  office. 

OS-11,  staff  assistant,  field  office. 

OS-8  and  below,  secretarial  and  clerical  per¬ 
sonnel,  field  office. 

Office  of  the  Under  Secretary 

OS-12,  private  secretory  to  toe  under  secre¬ 
tory. 

OS-11,  secretarial  assistants. 

OS-8,  secretarial  assistants. 

03-8,  secretory. 

OS-7,  secretary. 

Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals 

03-12  and  below,  attorney  advisors. 

All  clerical,  paralegal,  and  admlnistrtolve 
personnel. 

Immediate  Office  of  the  Director  of  Public 
Affairs 

06-11,  staff  assistant. 

03-8  and  below,  secretaries  and  clerk  typist. 

Solicitor 

All  employees  of  toe  following  subunlto  at 
toe  3olicit<M‘’B  office  perform  duttes  under 
toe  Act.  Clerical,  administrative  and  para¬ 
legal  employees  of  such  subunits  are  ss- 
enqit  from  filing. 

Immediate  office  of  toe  solicitor. 

Division  of  Energy  and  Resources,  Immediate 
office  of  toe  Associate  SoUdtor. 

Division  of  Energy  and  Resources,  brancb  at 
lands. 

Division  of  Energy  and  Resources,  branch  at 
minerals. 

Divlsicm  of  Oeneral  law,  immediate  oiBce  at 
toe  Associate  Solleltor. 


Division  of  Oeneral  Law,  branch  of  general 
legal  servlees. 

DivMon  of  General  Law,  branch  of  procure¬ 
ment. 

All  regional  offices. 

All  field  offices,  except  Aberdeen,  South  Da¬ 
kota  and  Elberton,  OecHgla. 

Assistant  Secretary — Program  Development 
and  Budget 

03-15,  staff  assistant. 

GS-16,  director.  International  programs. 

03-16,  International  program  officers. 

03-14,  staff  assistant. 

03-11,  secretarial  assistant. 

GS-11  and  below,  staff  assistants. 

03-9  and  below,  secretarial  and  clerical 
personnel. 

Office  of  Environmental  Project  Review 

OS-7  and  below,  administrative,  secretarial 
and  clerical  personnel. 

Office  of  Budget 

GS-9  and  below,  administrative,  clerical  and 
secretarial  personnel. 

G6-11  and  below,  budget  analysts. 

OS-14,  staff  accountants. 

Office  of  Policy  Analysis 

GS-9  and  below,  secretarial,  clerical,  and 
administrative  personnel. 

Assistant  Secretary — Administration 
and  Management 

OS-15,  executive  assistant. 

GS-15,  special  assistant. 

03-16,  staff  assistants. 

03-15,  management  resources  officers. 

OS-14,  committee  management  officer. 

GS-12,  BO  specialist. 

OS-11,  confidential  assistant. 

GS-9  and  below,  secretarial  and  clerical 
personnel. 

Office  of  Audit  and  Investigation 

GS-15,  manager,  staff  develi^ment  and  re¬ 
sources. 

OS-16,  program  audit  manager,  fish,  wildlife, 
and  parks. 

GS-16,  program  audit  manager.  Bureau  of 
Indian  Affairs. 

OS-14,  supervisory  auditiH',  contract  and 
grant. 

03-14,  supervisory  management  analyst, 
ADP. 

03-12,  administrative  officer. 

03-9  and  below,  auditors. 

03-9  and  below,  secretarial  and  derical 
personnel. 

Immediate  Office  of  the  Director 
Personnel  Management 

OS-15,  personnel  management  qieclallst. 

G6-9  and  •  below,  secretarial  and  clerical 
personnel. 

Assistant  Secretary — Congressional  and 
Legislative  Affairs 

03-11,  congressional  administrative  assist¬ 
ant. 

Office  of  Congressional  Liaison 

OS-14,  congressional  services  dfioer. 

03-12,  management  specialist. 

03-11,  management  specialist. 

06-11,  liaison  specialist. 

03-8  and  below,  administrative,  clerical,  and 
secretarial  personnel. 

Office  of  Legislation 

OS-13,  staff  asslstont. 

06-14,  attomey-advlsorB. 

06-18,  attomey-advlsorB. 

06-12,  attOTney-advlsors. 

06-10,  legislative  assistant. 

06-7  and  below,  secretaries,  ffierks  and  ad¬ 
ministrative  personneL 
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Assistant  Secretary — Energy  and  mineraU 

GB-15.  Industrial  specialist. 

OS-15,  public  Information  officer. 

OS-16,  general  engineer. 

OS-13,  staff  assistant. 

OS-ll,  staff  assistant. 

OS-11,  confidential  assistant. 

OS-9  and  below,  administrative,  clerical  and 
secretarial  personnel. 

Bureau  of  Hines 

Immediate  office  of  the  Associate  Director — 
Mineral  and  Material  Supply /Demand 
Analysis. 

Administrative  officer  (1). 

Professional,  administrative,  secretarial  and 
clerical  employees  OS-9  and  below. 

Immediate  office  of  the  Assistant  Director — 
Field  and  Environmental  Activities. 

All  secretarial  and  administrative  employees. 

Immediate  office  of  the  Chief,  Office  of  En¬ 
vironmental  Coordination. 

Water  resources  specialist  (1). 

Chemist  (1). 

All  secretarial  and  clerical  employees. 

Alaska  Field  Operations  Center,  Eastern  Field 
Operations  Center,  Intermountain  Field 
Operations  Center,  and  Western  Field 
Operations  Center. 

Employees  psdd  under  the  Federal  wage  sys¬ 
tem;  employees  in  secretarial,  clerical, 
maintenance,  and  technlclan/aid  posi¬ 
tions. 

Mineral  assessment  specialists  not  performing 
wilderness  evaluation  studies  under  the 
Wilderness  Act. 

OS-11  and  below,  mineral  assessment  spe¬ 
cialists. 

Geological  Survey:  Office  of  the  Director 

Immediate  office  of  the  Director,  Reston, 
Virginia. 

Assistant  director — ^jn-ogram  analysis. 

Assistant  directs — environmental  conserva¬ 
tion. 

Assistant  director — eastern  region. 

Program  analysts  (4) . 

Economist.  i 
Physical  scientist. 

Legislative  specialist. 

Congressional  liaison. 

Biological  scientist. 

Staff  scientist. 

Public  information  officers  (2) . 

Operations  research  analyst. 

Technical  Information  specialist. 

Special  assistant  for  environmental  analysis. 
Staff  assistant. 

Geologist. 

Secretarial,  clerical,  and  administrative  per¬ 
sonnel. 

Geologic  Division 

Immediate  office  of  the  Chief  Geologist,  Res¬ 
ton,  Virginia. 

Deputy  chief  geologist  for  program  and 
budget. 

Administrative  officer. 

Fiscal  officer. 

Clerical,  secretarial,  and  other  administra¬ 
tive  perscmnel. 

Office  of  Mineral  Resources — Immediate  of¬ 
fice  of  the  Chief,  Reston,  Virginia. 

Deputy  chief  for  mineral  resources  special¬ 
ist  program. 

Secretarial  and  clerical  personnel. 

Denver,  Colorado: 

Secretarial  and  clerical  personnel. 

Menlo  Park,  Ccdifornla: 

Secretarial  and  clerical  personnel. 

Conservation  Division 

In  addition  to  exempt  personnel  identified 
below  by  office,  the  following  groups  are 
exempt  in  all  offices  required  to  file: 


All  secretarial  personnel. 

All  accoxmtlng  assistants  (GS-6  and  below) . 
All  clerical  personnel. 

All  cartographic,  engineering,  and  physical 
science  aids. 

An  engineering,  geologic,  hydrologic,  and 
topographic  field  assistants. 

All  cartographic,  engineering,  petroleum  en¬ 
gineering,  and  physical  science  techni¬ 
cians  (GS-6  and  below) . 

Offices  required  to  file: 

Office  of  the  Division  Chief,  Branch  of 
Mining  Operations,  Branch  of  On¬ 
shore  Evaluation,  Office  of  Conserva¬ 
tion  Manager,  Eastern  RegUm, 

Office  of  Area  Geologist,  Eastern  Region 

Personnel  engaged  only  In  matters  re¬ 
lating  to  Outer  Continental  Shelf: 
Geologists  (8). 

Geophysicists  ( 12) . 

Oceanographers  (3). 

Petroleum  engineer  ( 1 ) . 

Physical  science  technicians  (3) . 

Cartogri^hlc  technicians  (3). 

Office  of  Conservation  Manager,  Central  Re¬ 
gion. 

Office  of  Conservation  Manager,  Western  Re¬ 
gion. 

Office  of  District  Geologist,  Los  Angeles, 
California  (Personnel  engaged  only  In 
matters  relating  to  Outer  Continental 
Shelf) : 

Geologists  ( 12 ) . 

Geophysicists  (8). 

Physlcial  science  technician  (1). 

Office  of  District  Geologist,  Ventura,  Cali¬ 
fornia  (Personnel  enga^^  only  In  mat¬ 
ters  relating  to  Outer  Continental 
Shelf) : 

Petroleum  engineering  technicians  (8) . 
Petroleum  engineers  (3) . 

Office  of  Area  Oil  and  Gas  Supervisor,  Los 
Angeles,  California  (Personnel  engaged 
only  In  matters  relating  to  Outer  C<mi- 
tlnental  Shelf) : 

Petroleum  engineers  (12). 

Mechanical  engineer  (1). 

Petroleum  engineering  technician  (1). 
Accountant  (OS-7  and  above)  (3). 
Ehivironmental  sx>ecialist  (1). 

Structural  engineer  (1). 

Cartographic  technician  (1). 

Accounting  assistant  (1). 

Office  of  Area  Oil  arid  Gas  Supervisor,  An¬ 
chorage,  Alaska  (Personnel  engaged  tmly 
in  matters  relating  to  Outer  Continen¬ 
tal  SheU) : 

Petroleum  engineers  (7). 

Petroleum  engineering  technicians  (2) . 

Office  of  Area  Geologist,  Anchora^,  Alaska 
(Persoimel  engaged  only  in  matters  re¬ 
lating  to  Outer  Continental  Shelf) : 
ae<fioglsts  (6). 

Oec^hysiclsts  (8). 

Physical  science  technicians  (2) . 

Cartographic  technician  (1). 

Office  of  Minerals  Policy  and 
Research  Analysis 

OS-9,  administrative  assistant. 

OS-12,  operations  research  analyst. 

OS-14,  mathematical  statistician. 

OS-14,  computer  specialist. 

OS-11,  statistician. 

OS-11,  economist. 

OS-12,  operations  research  analyst. 

OS-12,  economist. 

OS-7  and  below,  secretarial  and  clerical^  per¬ 
sonnel. 

Assistant  Secretary — Fish, 

Wildlife,  and  Parks 

OS-15,  staff  assistant. 

OS-15,  special  assistants. 

OS-14,  staff  assistant. 

OS-14,  special  assistant. 

OS-11,  confidential  assistant. 

03-10,  secretarial  assistant. 

08-9,  research  assistant. 


GS-9,  staff  assistant. 

OS-9  and  below,  secretaries  and  student 
assistants. 

Assistant  Secretary-Land  and  Water 
Resources 

GS-15,  deputy  assistant  secretary  (intergov¬ 
ernmental  affairs) . 

OS-15,  administrator,  emergency  water  ad¬ 
ministration. 

OS-15,  public  lnformatl(m  officer. 

OS-14,  staff  assistant. 

GS-12,  staff  assistant. 

OS-11,  confidential  assistant. 

GS-9  and  below,  administrative,  clerical,  and 
secretarial  personnel. 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

All  offices  of  the  Bureau  are  considered  to  be 
covered  offices  at  this  time.  The  following 
positions  of  the  Bureau  are  exempt: 

All  positions  under  the  Federal  Wage  Sys¬ 
tem. 

All  positions  in  the  following  occupational 
codes  under  the  General  Schedule: 

026 — Park  technician  series. 

085— Guard  series.  ^ 

099 — General  student  trainee  series. 

203 — Personnel  clerical  and  assistance  series. 

302 — Messenger  series. 

304 —  Information  receptionist  series. 

305—  Mall  and  file  series. 

312 —  Clerk-stenogn4>her  and  reporter  series. 

313 —  Stenographic  or  typing  unit  supervising 
series. 

316^— Clerk -dictating  machine  transcribing 
series.' 

318 — Secretary  series. 

322 — Clerk-tjrplst  series. 

332 — Computer  opnwtlon  series. 

344 — Management  clerical  and  assistance 
series. 

350 — Office  machine  iteration  series. 

356 — ^Data  transcriber  sorles. 

382 — 7>leph<me  operating  series. 

404 — Biological  technician  series. 

520 — Accoimts  maintenance  clerical  series. 

525 — Accounting  technician  series. 

530 — Cash  processing  series. 

540 — ^Voucher  examining  series. 

544 — Payroll  series. 

818 — Engineering  drafting  series. 

856 — Electronics  technician  series. 

1021 — Office  drafting  series. 

1047 — Interpreter  series. 

1060 — Pbotogr{4;>hy  series. 

1071 — Audio-visual  production  series. 

1082 — Writing  and  editing  series. 

1063 —  Technical  writing  and  editing  series. 

1064 —  ^Visual  information  series. 

1067 — Editorial  assistance  series. 

1105—  Purchasing  series. 

1106 —  Procurecnent  clerical  and  assistance 
series. 

1107 —  Property  disposal  clerical  and  techni¬ 
cian  series.  _ 

1311 — Physical  science  technician  series. 

1370 —  Cartography  series. 

1371 —  Cartographic  technician  series. 

1411 — ^Library  technician  series. 

1421 — Archives  technician  series. 

1640 — ^Facility  management  series. 

1670 — Equipment  specialist  series.  ^ 

1702 — Education  and  training  technician 
series. 

2005 — Supply  clerical  and  technician  series. 
2010 — ^Inventory  management  series.  « 

2150 — ^Transportation  operatimis  series.  j 

2181 — Aircraft  operation  swles. 

2614 — Electronics  mechanics  (wage  gmde)« 

All  positions  in  the  Oenetel  Schedule  Mt 
series  with  the  following  position  WSsmi 
‘  1 

Administrative  clerk. 

Administrative  supp<x^  aid. 

Area  clerk. 

Clerical  asidstant. 

Clerk.  , 

Control  clerk. 
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Cooperative  relations  aid. 

Dispatcher  trainee. 

District  clerk. 

EEO  technician. 

General  services  assistant. 

Incentive  awards  assistant. 

Key  entry  operator. 

Ij&M  records  clerk. 

Manpower  data  assistant. 

Natural  resources  technician. 

Personal  assistant. 

Planning  and  coordination  clerk. 

Public  information  aid. 

Records  clerk. 

Recreation  aid. 

Supervisory  administrative  aid. 

Supervisory  administrative  technician. 
Supervisory  clerical  assistant. 

Supervisory  clerk. 

Supervisory  forestry  clerk. 

Supervi8<»7  microphotogn^hlc  technician. 

All  positions  GS-8  and  below  in  the  blow¬ 
ing  occupational  codes  tinder  the  Gen¬ 
eral  Schedule: 

335— Computer  aid  and  technician  series. 

341 —  Administrative  officer  series. 

342 —  Office  services  management  and  super¬ 
vision  series. 

455 — Range  technician  series. 

462 — Forestry  technician  series. 

501 — ^Accoimting  clerical  series. 

802 — ^Engineering  technician  series. 

817 — Surveying  technician  series. 

963 — ^Legal  instruments  examining  series. 

986 — ^Legal  clerk  and  technician  series. 

1001 — ^Fine  and  applied  arts  series. 

1531 — Statistical  assistant  series. 

2001 — General  supply  series. 

Appendix  E 

UST  OF  BUKEAUS  AND  OFFICES,  (»  SUBUNnS 
THZSEOF,  PERFOBMING  FUNCTIONS  OS  DUTIES 
UNDER  niE  MINING  IN  THE  PARKS  ACT  AMD 
POSITIONS  WHICH  THE  SECSETART  BAS  DETm- 
MINED  TO  BE  EXEMPT  ISOM  REPORTING  EE- 
QUIREMENTS  OF  SECTION  IS 

All  employees  in  the  following  bureaus, 
offices,  and  subunits  thereof,  are  subject  to 
the  filing  requirements  of  the  Act  acept  for 
the  following  positions  which  do  not  involve 
policymaking  or  regulatory  responsibDity 
under  the  Act. 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

GS-14,  confidential  assistant,  Washington, 
D.C. 

GS-12,  secretarial  assistant,  Washington,  D.C. 
GS-11,  staff  assistant,  Washington,  D.C. 
GS-11  and  below,  confidential  assistants, 
Washington,  D.C. 

GS-10  and  below,  secretarial  and  clerical  per¬ 
sonnel.  Washington,  D.C. 

GS-9,  correqmndenoe  analysts,  Washington, 
D.C. 

GS-9,  cmrespondence  management  speclal- 
istA  Washington,  D.C. 

GS-14,  st€iff  director,  field  office. 

GS-14,  public  infOTmatlon  specialist,  field 
office. 

GS-13,  staff  assistants  and  cheers  except  for 
environmental  review  personnel,  field  <^ce. 
GS-12,  staff  assistants,  field  office. 

GS-11,  staff  assistant,  field  office. 

GS-8  and  below,  secretarial  and  clerical  per¬ 
sonnel,  field  office. 

Office  of  the  Under  Secretary 

GS-17,  as^stant  to  the  Under  Secretary, 
Alaska  pipeline. 

GS-16.  teehnlcal  assistant  to  the  Undo* 
Secretary. 

GS-11,  secretarial  assistants. 

GS-9,  secretarial  assistants. 

GS-8,  secretary. 

GS-7,  secretary. 
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Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals 

GS-12  and  below,  attorney  advlsms. 

All  clerical,  paralegal,  and  administrative 
personnel. 

Immediate  Office  of  the  Director  of  Public 
Affairs 

OS-11,  staff  assistant. 

GS-9  and  below,  secretaries  and  clerk  typist. 
Solicitor 

All  employees  of  the  following  subunits  of 
the  Solicitor's  office  perform  duties  under 
the  Act,  Clerical,  administrative  and 
paralegal  employees  of  such  subunits 
are  exempt  from  filing. 

Immediate  office  of  the  solicitor. 

Division  of  Conservation  and  Wildlife,  im¬ 
mediate  office  of  the  associate  solicitor. 
Division  of  Conservation  and  Wildlife,  branch 
of  parks  and  recreation. 

Division  of  Energy  and  Resources,  branch  of 
minerals. 

Division  of  General  Law,  immediate  office  of 
the  associate  solicitor. 

Division  of  General  Law,  branch  of  general 
(legal  services. 

All  regional  offices. 

All  field  (ffiSces,  except  Aberdeen,  South  Da¬ 
kota  and  Elberton,  Georgia. 

Assistant  Secretary -Program  Development 
and  Budget 

OS-16,  staff  assistant. 

OS-15,  director.  International  programs. 
OS-14,  staff  assistant. 

06-11,  secretarial  assistant. 

OS-11  and  below,  staff  asslKtants. 

OS-8  and  below,  secretarial  and  derlcal 
personnel. 

Office  of  Environmental  Project  Review 

OS-15,  general  engineers. 

OS-14,  general  engineers. 

OS-12,  environmental  review  officer. 

OS-12,  staff  assistant. 

OS-11,  environmental  protectloo  specialist. 
OS-7  and  below,  adml  ntetrattve,  secretarial 
and  clerical  pwsonnel. 

Office  of  Budget 

OS-9  and  below,  administrative,  clerical  and 
secretarial  personnel. 

OS-11  and  below,  budget  analysts. 

OS-14,  staff  accountants. 

Office  of  Policy  Analysis 

OS-9  and  below,  secretarial,  clerical,  and 
administrative  personnel. 

Assistant  Secretary-Administration  and 
Management 

GS-15,  executive  assistant. 

OS-15,  (^lecial  assistant. 

OS-15,  staff  assistants. 

06-16,  management  resources  officers. 
06-14,  committee  management  officer. 
06-12,  EO  specialist. 

06-11,  confidential  assistant. 

06-9  and  btiow,  secretarial  and  clerical  per¬ 
sonnel. 

Office  of  Audit  and  Investigation 

G6-15,  manager,  staff  development  and  re¬ 
sources. 

06-15,  program  audit  manager,  land  and 
water. 

06-16,  program  audit  manager.  Bureau  of 
Indian  Affairs. 

0814.  supervisOTy  audlttK,  contract  and 
grant. 

06-14,  supervisory  management  analyst, 
ADP. 

06-16,  chief,  division  of  investigations. 
06-14,  investigator. 


06-13,  investigators. 

06-12,  investigator. 

06-12,  administrative  officer. 

08-0  and  below,  audltOTS. 

OS-0  and  below,  secretarial  and  clerical 
personnel. 

Immediate  Office  of  the  Director  Personnel 
Management 

06-15,  personnel  management  specialist. 
08-9  and  below,  secretarial  and  clericed 
personnel. 

Assistant  Secretary — Congressional  and 
Legislative  Affairs 

GS-11,  congressional  administrative  assistant 
Office  of  Congressional  Liaison 

GS-14,  congressional  services  officer. 

OS-12,  management  ^lecialist. 

OS-11,  management  specialist. 

OS-11,  liaison  specialist. 

OS-8  and  below,  administrative,  clerical  and 
secretarial  personnel. 

Office  of  Legislation 

GS-13,  staff  assistant. 

OS-14,  attorney  advisers. 

06-13,  attorney  advisers. 

OS-12,  attorney  advisers. 

GS-10,  legislative  assistant.  ' 

OS-7  and  below,  secretaries,  clerks,  and 
administrative  personnel. 

Assistant  Secretary — Energy  and  Minerals 

GS-16,  director  of  ocean  resources. 

06-15,  industrial  ^leciallst. 

OS-15,  public  information  officer. 

OS-16,  qieclal  assistant  to  the  assistant 
secretary. 

GS-16,  general  engineer. 

06-15,  assistant  to  the  assistant  secretary' 
OS-15,  staff  assistant. 

06-14,  industrial  specialist. 

06-13,  staff  assistant. 

06-11,  staff  assistant. 

06-11,  confidential  assistant. 

OS-9  and  below,  administrative,  clerical  and 
secretarial  personnel. 

Geological  Survey:  Office  of  the  Director 

Immediate  office  of  the  Director,  Reston, 
Virginia. 

Assistant  director — program  analysis. 
Assistant  director — environmental  conserva¬ 
tion. 

Assistant  director — eastern  region. 

Program  analysts  (4) . 

Economist. 

Physical  scientist. 

Legislative  qieclalist. 

Congressional  liaison. 

Biological  scientist. 

Staff  scientist. 

Public  information  (ABcers  (2). 

Operations  research  analyst. 

Technical  information  iqieciallst. 

Special  assistant  for  environmental  analysis. 
Staff  assistant. 

Geologist. 

Secretarial,  clerical  and  administrative  per¬ 
sonnel. 

Geologic  Division 

Immediate  Office  of  the  Chief  Geologist, 
Reston,  Virginia. 

Deputy  chief  geologist  for  program  and 
budget. 

Administrative  officer. 

Fiscal  officer. 

Clerical,  secretarial,  and  other  administra¬ 
tive  personnel. 

Office  of  Mineral  Resources — Immediate 
Office  of  the  Chief,  Reston,  Vtoginla. 
Reston,  Vir^nia: 

Deputy  chief  for  mlnercd  resources  specialist 
program. 


FEDERAL  REGISHR,  VOL  42.  NO.  23 — THURSDAY,  FEBRUARY  3,  1977 


Secretarka  and  clerical  personnel. 

Denver,  Colorado: 

Secretartal  and  clerical  personnel. 

Menlo  Park,  California: 

Secretarial  and  clerical  personnel. 

Conservation  Division 

In  addition  to  exempt  personnel  identified 
below  by  office,  the  following  groups  are 
exempt  in  all  offices  required  to  file: 

All  secretarial  personnel. 

All  accounting  assistants  (OS-S  and  below). 
All  clerical  personnel. 

All  cartograpblc,  engineering,  and  physical 
science  aids. 

All  engineering,  geologic,  hydrologic,  and  top- 
ogn4>hlc  field  assistants. 

All  cartographic,  engineering,  petroleum  en-  ' 
glneerlng,  and  physical  science  technicians 
{OS-6  and  below) . 

Offices  required  to  file:  Office  of  the  Division 
Chief,  Branch  of  Mining  Operations, 
Branch  of  Onshore  Evaluation,  Office  of 
Conservation  Manager,  Eastern  Region. 
Office  of  Area  Geologist,  Eastern  Region  (Per¬ 
sonnel  engaged  mily  in  matters  relat¬ 
ing  to  Outer  Continental  Shelf) : 
Geologists  (8) . 

Geophysicists  (12). 

Oceanographers  (3). 

Petroleum  engineer  ( 1 ) .  - 

Physical  science  technicians  (3) . 

Cartographic  technicians  (3) . 

Office  of  Conservation  Manager,  Central  Re¬ 
gion. 

Office  of  Conservation  Manager.  Western  Re¬ 
gion. 

Office  of  District  Geologist,  Los  Angeles, 
California  (Personnel  engaged  only  in 
matters  relating  to  Outer  Continental 
Shelf) : 

-  Geologists  ( 13) . 

Geophysicists  (8). 

Physical  science  technician  (1). 

Office  of  District  Geologist,  Ventura,  Cali¬ 
fornia  (Personnel  engaged  only  In  mat¬ 
ters  relating  to  Outer  Continental 
Shelf) : 

Petroleum  engineering  technicians  (8) . 
Petroleum  engineers  (3). 

Office  of  Area  Oil  and  Gas  Supervisor,  Los 
Angeles,  Calif omia  (Personnel  engaged 
only  In  matters  relating  to  Outer  Conti¬ 
nental  Shelf) : 

Petroleum  engineers ' ( 12) . 

Mechanical  engineer  (1). 

Petroleum  engineering  technician  (1). 
Accoimtant  (OS-7  and  above)  (8) . 
Environmental  specialist  (1). 

Structural  engineer  (1). 

Cartogn4>hlc  technician  (1). 

Accounting  assistant  (1). 

Office  of  Area  Oil  and  Gas  Supervisor,  Xn- 
chorage,  Alaska  (Personnel  engaged 
only  in  matters  relatng  to  Outer  Conti¬ 
nental  Shelf) : 

Petroleum  engineers  (7). 

Petroleum  engineering  technicians  (2) . 

Office  of  Area  Geologist,  Anchorage,  Alaska 
(Personnel  engaged  only  in  matters  re¬ 
lating  to  Outer  Continental  Shelf) : 
Geologists  (6). 

Geophysicists  (8). 

Physical  science  technicians  (2) . 

Cartographic  technician  (1). 

Assistant  Secretary — Fish, 

Wildlife  and  Parks 

OS-IS,  staff  assistant. 

OS-16,  special  assistants. 

051-14,  staff  assistant. 

OS-14,  special  assistant. 

OS-11,  confidential  assistant. 

OS-10,  secretarial  assistant. 

OS-9,  research  assistant. 

OS-9,  staff  assistant. 

066  and  below,  secretaries  and  student  as¬ 
sistants. 
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National  Park  Service 

All  employees  In  the  following  organisa¬ 
tional  units  perform  duties  under  the  Min¬ 
ing  In  the  Park  Act.  Employees  paid  under 
the  Federal  Wage  System;  employees  In  cler¬ 
ical,  secretarial  and  maintenance  positions; 
and  employees  In  positions  OS-8  and  below 
are  exempted  from  the  filing  requirements  of 
the  Act  since  their  positions  do  not  Involve 
policymaking  or  regulatory  responsibility 
under  the  Act.  ^ 

Immediate  office  of  the  Director. 

Immediate  office  of  the  associate  director, 
management  and  operations. 

Immediate  office  of  the  assistant  director, 
special  services. 

Immediate  office  of  the  division  of  mining 
and  minerals. 

Division  of  Land  Acquisition. 

Immediate  office  of  the  regional  director. 
Western  region. 

Immediate  office  of  the  associate  regional 
director,  management  and  operations. 
Immediate  office  of  the  division  of  mining 
and  minerals. 

Immediate  office  of  the  division  of  land  ac¬ 
quisition. 

Immediate  office  of  the  superintendent,  divi¬ 
sion  of  mining,  and  division  of  admltxls- 
tratlon  In  the  following  parks  and  areas: 

Death  Valley  National  Monument. 

Organ  Pipe  Cactus  National  Monument. 

Grand  Canyon  National  Park. 

Lake  Mead  National  Recreation  Area. 
Whlskeytown-Shasta-Trmlty  National  Rec¬ 
reation  Area. 

Coronado  National  Memm'lal. 

Joshua  Tree  National  Monument. 

Immediate  office  of  the  regional  director. 
Rocky  Mountain  region. 

Immediate  office  of  the  assistant  to  the  re¬ 
gional  director,  Utah. 

Immediate  office  of  the  associate  regional  di¬ 
rector,  management  and  operations. 
Immediate  office  of  the  division  of  mining 
and  minerals. 

Immediate  office  of  the  division  of  land  acqui¬ 
sition. 

Immediate  office  of  the  superintendent,  divi¬ 
sion  of  mining,  and  division  of  adminis¬ 
tration  In  the  following  parks  and  areas: 

Arches  National  Park. 

Olacler  National  Park. 

Canyonlands  National  Park. 

Capitol  Reef  National  Park. 

Grand  Teton  National  Park. 

Rocky  Mountain  National  Park. 

Bighorn  Canyon  National  Recreation  Area. 
Olen  Canyon  National  Recreation  Area. 
Natural  Bridges  National  Monument. 
Rockefeller  National  Parkway. 

Theodore  Roosevelt  National  Memorial  Park. 
Immediate  office  of  the  regional  director. 
Pacific  Northwest  region. 

Immediate  office  of  the  associate  regional  di¬ 
rector,  management  and  operations. 
Immediate  office  of  the  division  of  mining 
and  minerals. 

Immediate  office  of  the  superintendent,  divi¬ 
sion  of  mining,  and  division  of  adminis¬ 
tration  In  the  f(filowlng  parks  and  areas: 

North  Cascades  National  Park. 

Crater  Lake  National  Park. 

Olympic  Natlonsa  Park. 

Ross  Lake-Lake  Chelan  National  Recreation 
Area. 

Mount  McKinley  National  Park. 

Glacier  Bay  National  Moniunent. 

Katmal  National  Monument. 

Immediate  office  of  the  regional  director. 
Southwest  region. 

Immediate  office  of  the  associate  regional 
director,  management  and  operations. 
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Immediate  office  of  the  division  of  land 
acquisition. 

Immediate  office  of  the  superintendent  and 
division  of  administration  In  the  follow¬ 
ing  park: 

Big  Bend  National  Park. 

Immediate  office  of  the  regional  director. 
Midwest  region. 

Immediate  office  of  the  associate  regional 
director,  management  and  operations. 
Immediate  office  of  the  division  of  land 
acquisition.  > 

Immediate  office  of  the  superintendent  in 
the  following  area: 

Grand  Portage  National  Monument. 
Immediate  office  of  the  regional  director. 
Southeast,  region. 

Immediate  office  of  the  associate  regional 
director,  planning  and  assistance. 
Inunedlate  office  of  the  associate  regional 
director,  management  and  operations. 
Immediate  office  of  the  division  of  land 
acquisition. 

Immediate  office  of  the  superintendent  and 
division  of  administration  In  the  follow¬ 
ing  parks  and  areas: 

Big  Cypress  National  Preserve. 

Everglades  National  Park. 

Gulf  Islands  National  Seashore. 

Assistant  Secretary-Land  and  Water 
Resources 

GS-16,  staff  assistants. 

GS-15.  Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  (Intergov¬ 
ernmental  affairs). 

GS-15,  administrator,  emergency  water  ad¬ 
ministration. 

GS-15,  public  Information  officer. 

GS-14,  staff  assistant. 

GS-12,  staff  assistant. 

GS-ll,  confidential  assistant. 

GS-8  and  below,  administrative,  clerical,  and 
secretarial  personnel. 

Appendix  P 

LIST  or  BUREAUS  AND  OFFICES.  OR  SUBUNITS 
THEREOF,  PERFORMING  FUNCTIONS  OS  DUTIES 
under  the  energy  POUCT  and  CONSERVA¬ 
TION  ACT  AND  POSITIONS  WHICH  THE  SECRE¬ 
TARY  HAS  DETERMINED  TO  BE  EXEMPT  FROM 
REPOSTING  REQUIREMENTS  OF  SECTION  S32 

All  employees  In  the  following  bureaus, 
offices,  and  subunits  thereof,  are  subject  to 
the  filing  requirements  of  the  Act  except  for 
the  following  positions  which  do  not  Involve 
policymaking  or  regulatory  responsibility 
under  the  Act. 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

GS-14,  confidential  assistant,  Washington, 
D.O. 

GS^12,  secretarial  assistant,  Washington,  D.C. 
GS-ll,  staff  assistant.  Washington,  D.C. 
GS-ll  and  below,  confidential  assistants, 
Washington,  D.C. 

GS-10  and  below,  secretarial  and  clerical 
personnel,  Washington,  D.C. 

GS-9,  correspondence  analysts,  Washington, 
'  D.C. 

GS-9,  correspondence  management  special¬ 
ists,  Washington,  D.C. 

GS-14.  public  Information  specialist,  field 
office. 

GS-13,  staff  assistants  and  officers  except  for 
environmental  review  personnel,  field 
office. 

G8-12,  staff  assistants,  field  office. 

GS-ll,  staff  assistant,  field  office. 

GS-8  and  below,  secretarial  and  clerical  per¬ 
sonnel.  field  office. 

Office  of  the  Under  Secretary 

GS-12,  private  secretary  to  the  Under  Sec- 
re  taiy. 

GS-ll,  secretarial  assistants. 

GS-9,  secretarial  assistants. 

GS-8,  secretary. 

GS-7,  secretary. 
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Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals 

08-12  and  below,  attorney  advisors. 

All  clerical,  paralegal,  and  administrative 
personnel. 

Immediate  Office  of  the  Director  of  Public 
Affairs 

GS-11,  staff  assistant. 

CS-9  and  below,  secretaries  and  cleric  typist. 
Solicitor 

All  employees  of  the  following  subunits  of 
the  solicitor’s  office  perform  duties  under 
the  Act.  Clerical,  administrative  and  para¬ 
legal  employees  of  such  subunits  are  exempt 
from  filing. 

Immediate  office  of  the  solicitor. 

Division  of  energy  and  resources,  immediate 
office  of  the  associate  solicitor. 

Division  of  energy  and  resources,  branch  of 
minerals. 

Division  of  general  law,  immediate  office  of 
the  associate  solicitor. 

Division  of  general  law,  branch  of  general 
legal  services. 

Assistant  Secretary — Program  Development 
and  Budget 

GS-15,  staff  assistant. 

GS-15,  director,  international  programs. 
GS-15,  international  program  officers. 

GS-14,  staff  assistant. 

GS-11,  secretarial  assistant. 

GS-11  and  below,  staff  assistants. 

GS-9  and  below,  secretarial  and  clerical  per¬ 
sonnel. 

Office  of  Environmental  Project  Review 

GS-15,  general  engineers. 

GS-14,  general  engineers. 

GS-12,  environmental  review  officer. 

GS-12,  staff  assistant. 

GS-11,  environmental  protection  specialist. 
GS-7  and  below,  administrative,  secretarial 
and  clerical  personnel. 

^  Office  of  Budget 

GS-9  and  below,  administrative,  clerical  and 
secretarial  personnel. 

GS-11  and  below,  budget  analysts. 

OS-14,  staff  accountants. 

Office  of  Policy  Analysis 

GS-9  and  below,  secretarial,  clerical,  and  ad¬ 
ministrative  personnel. 

Outer  Continental  Shelf  Program 
,  Coordination 

GS-14,  Staff  assistants. 

GS-9  and  below,  secretarial  and  administra¬ 
tive  personnel. 

Assistant  Secretary — Administration  and 
Management 

GS-15,  executive  assistant. 

OS-15,  special  assistant. 

OS-15,  staff  assistants. 

OS-15,  management  resources  officers. 

OS-14,  committee  management  office:'. 

OS-12,  EG  specialist. 

GS-11,  confidential  assistant. 

GS-9  and  below,  secretarial  and  clerical  per¬ 
sonnel. 

Office  of  Audit  and  Investigation 
Headquarters  Audit  Office: 

OS-15,  manager,  staff  development  and 
resources. 

OS-12,  administrative  officer. 

OS-15,  program  audit  manager  for  fish,  wild¬ 
life  and  partes. 


GS-15,  program  audit  manager  for  land  and 
water. 

GS-14,  supervisory  auditor,  contract  and 
grant. 

GS-13,  supervisory  auditor,  contract  and 
grant. 

GS-14,  supervisory  management  anal3rst, 
ADP. 

GS-9  and  below,  secretarial  and  administra¬ 
tive  personnel. 

Immediate  Office  of  the  Regional  Audit 
Manager — Sacramento  Regional  Office 

GS-9  and  below,  secretarial  and  administra¬ 
tive  personnel. 

Anchorage  Suboffice: 

No  exempt  personnel. 

Immediate  Office  of  the  Director  Personnel 
Management 

■^08-15,  personnel  management  ^ecialist. 
GS-9  and  below,  secretarial  and  clerical  per¬ 
sonnel. 

Assistant  Secretary — Congressional  and 
Legislative  Affairs 

GS-11,  congressional  administrative  assist¬ 
ant. 

Office  of  Congressional  Liaison 

GS-14.  congressional  services  officer. 

GS-12,  management  specialist. 

GS-11,  management  specialist. 

GS-11,  liaison  specialist. 

GS-8  and  below,  administrative,  clerical,  and 
secretarial  personnel. 

Office  of  Legislation 

GS-13,  staff  assistant. 

GS-14,  attorney-advisors. 

GS-13,  attorney-advisors. 

GS-12,  attomey-^vlsors. 

GS-10,  legislative*  assistant. 

GS-7  and  below,  secretaries,  clerks,  and  ad¬ 
ministrative  pemoimel. 

Assistant  Secretary-Energy  and  Minerals 

GS-13,  staff  assistant. 

OS-11,  staff  assistant. 

GS-11,  confidential  assistant. 

GS-9  and  below,  administrative,  clerical  and 
secretarial  persoimel. 

Geological  Survey:  Office  of  the  Director 

Immediate  Office  of  the  Director,  Reston, 
Virginia. 

Assistant  director — program  analysis. 
Assistant  director— environmental  conserva¬ 
tion. 

Assistant  director — Eastern  region. 

Program  aiuilysts  (4) . 

Economist. 

Physical  scientist. 

Legislative  specialist. 

Congressional  liaison. 

Biological  scientist. 

Staff  scientist. 

Public  information  officers  (2). 

Operations  research  analyst.  __ 

Technical  information  specialist.  " 

Special  assistant  for  environmental  atialysis. 
Staff  assistant. 

Geologist. 

Secretarial,  clerical,  and  administrative  per¬ 
sonnel. 

Conservation  Division 

Immediate  office  of  the  division  chief: 
Secretarial  and  clerical  personnel. 

Office  of  Production  Rate  Control,  Reston, 
Virffinia. 


Secretarial  and  clerical  personnel. 

Attainable  Maximum  Efficiency  Rate  Teem, 
Metairie,  Louisiana. 

Secretarial  and  clerical  personnel. 

Attainable  Maximum  Efficiency  Rate  Team, 
Denver,  Colorado. 

Secretarial  and  clerical  personnel, 
f 

Office  of  Minerals  Policy  and 
Research  Analysis 

GS-9,  administrative  assistant. 

GS-12,  operations  research  analyst. 

GS-14,  mathematical  statistician. 

GS-14,  computer  specialist. 

GS-11,  statistician. 

GS-11,  economist. 

GS-12,  operations  research  analyst. 

GS-12.  economist. 

GS-7  and  below,  secretarial  and  clerical 
personnel. 

Assistant  Secretary — Land  and  Water 
Resources 

GS-15,  Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  (inter¬ 
governmental  affairs). 

GS-15,  administrator,  emergency  water  ad¬ 
ministration. 

GS-15.  public  information  officer. 

GS-14,  staff  assistant. 

GS-12.  staff  assistant. 

GS-1 1,  confidential  assistant. 

GS-9  and  below,  administrative,  clerical,  and 
secretarial  personnel. 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

The  following  subunits  of  the  Bureau  per¬ 
form  duties  under  the  Act.  Exempt  positions 
are  listed  for  each  subtmit. 

Office  of  the  Director 

Personal  assistant. 

Secretary.  ^ 

Office  of  the  Associate  Director 
Secretary. 

Supervisory  pipeline  coordinator. 

Clerk. 

Staff  assistant. 

Office  of  the  Assistant  Director,  Legislation 
and  Plans 

Secretary. 

Clerk. 

Division  of  Legislation  and  Regulatory 
Management 

Secretary. 

Clerk-stenographer. 

Clerk. 

Student  assistant. 

Office  of  the  Assistant  Director,  Minerals 
Management 

Secretary. 

Division  of  Mineral  Resouroes — Office  of  the 
Division  Chief 

Secretary. 

Admmistratlve  assistant. 

Branch  of  Marine  Mineral  Leasing  *. 
Secretary. 

Writer-editor. 

Clerk. 

Division  of  Minerals ‘Environmental  Assess^ 
ment — Office  of  the  Division  Chief 

Secretary. 

Branch  of  Upland  Minerals  Environmental 
Assessment 

Secretary. 

Natural  Resource  Specialist. 

[FR  DOC.77-S347  Filed  2-»-77;8:46  am]  . 
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COST  ACCOUNTING  STANDARDS 
BOARD 

[4CFRPart331] 

CONTRACT  COVERAGE 
Notice  of  Propose  Miscellaneous  Changes 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Cost 
Accounting  Standards  Board  proposes  to 
amend  Part  331.  Contract  Coverage. 
Contractors  and  procurement  agencies 
engaged  in  the  implementation  and  ad¬ 
ministration  of  CASE  niles,  regulations 
and  Standards  have  recommended  that 
the  CAS  Board  provide  guidance  con¬ 
cerning  the  meaning  of  “cost  account¬ 
ing  practice”  and  “change  to  either  a  dis¬ 
closed  cost  accounting  practice  or  an  es¬ 
tablished  cost  accoimting  practice.”  Also, 
questions  have  been  raised  by  contrac¬ 
tors  and  Government  agency  represent¬ 
atives  regarding  materiality  in  the  ad¬ 
ministration  of  the  Board’s  rules,  regu¬ 
lations  and  Standards.  Representatives 
from  various  organizations  affected  by 
Standards  have  pointed  out  that  g\iid- 
ance  in  these  areas  will  reduce  disagree¬ 
ments  and  will  facilitate  the  implemen¬ 
tation  and  administration  of  CASB 
pronouncements.  Similar  recommenda¬ 
tions  were  also  received  by  the  Board 
at  its  Evaluation  Conference  in  June 
1975. 

One  proposal  being  published  today 
to  amend  §  331.20 — ^Definitions,  would 
provide  criteria  to  be  employed  in  de¬ 
termining  what  is  a  “cost  accounting 
prsu:tice”  and  “change  to  either  a  dis¬ 
closed  cost  accounting  practice  or  an 
established  cost  accounting  practice.” 
TTie  other  proposal  would  add  §  331.71 — 
Materiality,  which  provides  criteria  to 
assist  the  contractor  and  Government 
representatives  in  making  materiality 
determinations.  Hie  Board  believes  that 
considering  these  two  proposals  at  the 
same  time  will  deal  effectively  with  the 
reported  problems  in  implementation 
and  administration  of  Board  issuances. 

One  issue  addressed  by  the  proposal 
being  published  today  is  the  scope  of 
cost  accounting  and  cost  accounting 
practices.  As  early  as  March  1973,  in  the 
Statement  of  Operating  Policies,  Pfoce- 
dures  and  Objectives,  the  Board  stated 
that  Standards  will  be  established  to 
measure  cost,  determine  cost  accounting 
periods  to  which  costs  are  assigned,  and 
,  determine  the  manner  in  which  costs  are 
allocated  to  covered  contracts.  The 
Board  has  spoken  directly  to  the  meas¬ 
urement  of  cost  in  Cost  Accounting 
Standards  404  and  412  and  to  the  sussign- 
ment  of  cost  to  cost  accounting  periods 
in  Cost  Accounting  Standards  408,  409 
and  412.  The  prc^xised  definitions  are 
consistent  with  the  Board’s  previously 


adopted  view  that  cost  accounting  prac¬ 
tices  include  measurement  of  cost,  as¬ 
signment  of  cost  to  cost  accounting 
periods  and  allocation  of  cost  to  cost 
objectives. 

Questions  have  been  raised  as  to 
whether  measurement  of  cost  includes 
the  determination  of  the  price  to  be 
paid  for  goods  or  services  acquired.  The 
Board  has  taken  the  position  that  ac¬ 
counting  practices  related  to  measure¬ 
ment  of  cost  do  not  include  the  deter¬ 
mination  of  the  price  to  be  paid  for  goods 
and  services. 

When  a  contractor  change  is  being 
considered,  a  determination  must  be 
made  as  to  whether  it  is  a  change  which 
is  a  “change  to  either  a  disclosed  cost 
accounting  practice  or  an  established 
cost  accounting  practice”  under  the 
Board's  rules.  In  a  dynamic  business  en¬ 
vironment,  contractors  find  it  desirable 
to  make  changes  of  many  types.  These 
may  include  organizational  changes, 
changes  in  the  way  work  is  performed, 
and  changes  in  the  product  produced. 
These  changes  may  be  for  a  variety  of 
reasons  such  as  better  managerial  con¬ 
trol,  or  new  technology.  These  business 
changes  by  themselves  are  not  changes 
in  cost  accounting  prsu:tice.  Business 
changes  may  impact  a  contractor’s  cost 
accounting  oractices. 

Thus,  a  determination  must  be  made 
in  each  case  as  to  whether  the  business 
change  has  caused  a  change  in  cost  ac¬ 
counting  practice.  In  such  a  circum¬ 
stance,  the  contractor  and  the  Govern¬ 
ment  must  take  certain  action  under  the 
provisions  of  the  CAS  clause.  In  some 
cases,  this  action  will  include  amending 
contracts  to  assure  that  the  Govern¬ 
ment  does  not  pay  any  increased  cost  as 
a  consequence  of  the  change.  The  Board 
believes  that  the  definition  proposed  to¬ 
day  will  provide  a  suitable  framework 
for  analyzing  the  effects  of  contractor 
changes. 

The  propoised  definition  specifically 
provides  that  certain  contractor  actions 
shall  not  be  considered  as  changes  to  cost 
accounting  practices.  This  includes 
changes  where  there  ha&  been  either  an 
initial  adoption  of  a  cost  accounting 
practice  or  the  elimination  of  a  cost  ac¬ 
coimting  practice.  Furthermore,  cost  ac¬ 
counting  changes  compelled  by  the  ex¬ 
press  provision  of  any  law  of  the  United 
States  or  cost  accounting  changes  re¬ 
quired  to  remain  in  compliance  with  an 
applicable  Cost  Accounting  Standard 
shall  not  be  considered  changes  in  cost 
accounting  practice  for  purposes  of  ap¬ 
plying  paragraphs  (a) (4)  and  (a) (5) 
of  the  Cost  Accounting  Standards  clause 
(4CFR  331.50). 


Cost  Accounting  Standards  establish 
the  cost  accounting  appropriate  for  de¬ 
termination  of  contract  cost.  Departure 
from  the  requirements  of  these  Stand¬ 
ards  may  occur  and  the  cost  effects  of 
such  departure  may  be  immaterial.  The 
materiality  criteria  being  proposed  limits 
price  adjustments  to  material  amounts. 
The  criteria  also  describes  the  actions  to 
be  taken  where  immaterial  amounts  are 
involved  in  noncompliance  with  Stand¬ 
ards.  The  criteria  for  materiality  are 
also  to  be  used  when  applying  words  or 
phrases  of  materiality  u^  in  Cost  Ac¬ 
counting  Standards.  In  particular  Stand¬ 
ards,  the  Board  will  continue  to  give 
consideration  to  defining  materiality  in 
a  specific  manner  as  to  either  the  entire 
Standard  or  any  provision  thereof, 
whenever  it  appears  feasible  and  desira¬ 
ble  to  do  so. 

The  Board  believes  the  use  of  the  pro¬ 
posal  being  published  today  combined 
with  existing  administrative  guidelines 
can  reduce  disagreements  and  will  fa¬ 
cilitate  administration  of  Cost  Account¬ 
ing  Standards.  In  achieving  these  bene¬ 
fits.  the  Board  encourages  the  use  of  the 
proposed  definitions  and  materiality  cri¬ 
teria  in  conjunction  with  the  two-stage 
cost  impact  evaluation  procedure  pro¬ 
vided  in  DPC  74-5.  The  Board  believes 
that  the  appropriate  use  of  the  defini¬ 
tions,  criteria,  and  cost  impact  evalua¬ 
tion  procedures  can  significantly  reduce 
the  time  and  effort  involved  in  the  ad¬ 
ministration  of  Cost  Accounting  Stand¬ 
ards. 

In  order  to  assist  in  the  understanding 
of  how  the  proposed  definitions  of  “cost 
accounting  practice”  and  “change  to 
either  a  disclosed  cost  accounting  prac¬ 
tice  or  an  established  cost  accounting 
practice”  would  be  applied,  there  has 
been  included  as  part  of  the  proposed 
material  $  331.20(j).  This  paragraph  in¬ 
cludes  illustrations  of  contractor  changes 
and  an  explanation  as  to  whether  such 
changes  constitute  a  “change  in  either 
a  disclosed  cost  accounting  practice  or 
an  established  cost  accounting  practice” 
under  the  proposed  definitions. 

The  Cost  Accounting  Standards  Board 
solicits  comments  on  the  proposed 
amendment  from  any  interested  person 
on  any  matter  which  will  assist  the 
Board  in  its  consideration  of  the  pro¬ 
posal. 

Interested  persons  should  submit 
written  comments  concerning  the  pro¬ 
posed  Amendment  to  the  Cost  Account¬ 
ing  Standards  Board.  441  G  Street,  N.W.. 
Washington.  D.C.  20548. 

To  be  given  consideration  by  the  Board 
in  its  determination  relative  to  the  pro¬ 
mulgation  of  the  Amendment  covered  by 
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this  notice,  written  submissions  must  ar¬ 
rive  no  later  than  April  8, 1977. 

All  written  submisiions  made  pursu¬ 
ant  to  this  notice  will  be  made  available 
for  public  inspection  at  the  Board’s  of¬ 
fices  during  regular  business  hours. 

It  is  proposed  to  amend  Part  331  as 
follows; 

1.  Add  a  new  §  331.71  as  follows: 

§  331.71  Materiality. 

(a)  In  determining  whether  amounts 
of  cost  are  material  or  immaterial,  the 
following  criteria  shall  be  considered 
where  appropriate;  no  one  critericm  is 
necessari^  determinative. 

(1)  The  absolute  dollar  amount  in¬ 
volved.  The  larger  the  dollar  amount,  the 
more  likely  that  it  will  be  material. 

(2)  The  amount  of  contract  cost  com¬ 
pared  with  the  amount  imder  considera¬ 
tion.  The  larger  the  proportion  of  the 
amount  under  consideration  to  contract 
cost  the  more  likely  it  is  to  be  material. 

(3)  The  relationship  between  a  cost 
Man  and  a  cost  objective.  Direct  cost 
items,  e^iecially  if  the  amounts  are 
themselves  part  of  a  base  for  allocation 
of  indirect  cost,  will  normally  be  more 
material  than  the  same  amount  of  in¬ 
direct  costs. 

(4)  The  impact  on  Government  Fund¬ 
ing.  I^isions  about  accoimting  treat¬ 
ment  will  be  more  material  if  they  in- 
fiuence  the  distribution  of  costs  between 
Government  and  non-Govemment  cost 
objectives  than  if  all  cost  objectives  have 
Government  financial  support. 

<5)  The  cumulative  effect  of  individ¬ 
ually  immaterial  items.  It  is  appropriate 
to  consider  whether  individual  effects 
<i)  tend  to  offset  one  another,  or  (ii) 
tend  to  be  in  the  same  direction  and 
hence  to  accumulate  into  a  material 
amount. 

(b)  (1)  A  contract  modificaticm  for 
price  adjustment  or  cost  allowance  imder 
paragraphs  (a)  (4)  (A)  and  (B)  and  (a) 

(5)  of  the  Cost  Accounting  Standards 
clause  set  forth  in  §  331.50  is  required 
only  if  the  cost  impact  is  material.  When¬ 
ever  the  cost  impact  to  the  Government 
resulting  from  either  <1)  a  “change  to 
either  a  disclosed  cost  accounting  prac¬ 
tice  or  an  established  cost  accoimting 
practice’’  or  (2)  the  use  of  a  cost  ac¬ 
counting  practice  which  does  not  comply 
with  the  Standards,  rules,  and  regula¬ 
tions  of  the  Cost  Accounting  Standards 
Board  is  immaterial,  no  contract  modi¬ 
fication  is  necessary  under  the  para¬ 
graphs  cited  above. 

•  2)  Where  a  contractor  is  in  noncom¬ 
pliance  and  does  not  change  a  cost  ac¬ 
counting  practice  because  the  cost  im¬ 
pact  is  immaterial,  the  contracting 
agency  is  not  relieved  of  its  responsibil¬ 
ities  to  assure  that  an  appropriate  price 
adjustment  is  obtained  if  the  cost  im¬ 
pact  of  the  noncompliance  subsequently 
becomes  material.  The  contractor  shall 
be  notified  that  the  Government’s  deci¬ 
sion  to  forbear  action  for  noncompliance 
is  solely  because  the  cost  imp>act  at  the 
time  of  the  notice  is  immaterial.  If  at 
any  time  thereafter,  the  Government  de¬ 
termines  that  the  cost  impact  of  non¬ 


compliance  with  respect  to  the  practice  in 
question  is  material,  the  Govemm«it 
then  must  require  action  under  para¬ 
graph  (a)  (5)  of  the  contract  clause  for 
any  cost  accounting  period  in  which  the 
cost  impact  is  materiaL  The  fact  that  the 
Government  does  not  pursue  a  price  ad¬ 
justment  does  not  excuse  the  contractor 
from  his  obligation  to  comply  with  the 
Standard  involved. 

(3)  Whether  cost  impact  is  recognized 
by  modifying  a  single  contract,  several 
but  not  all  contracts,  or  all  contracts,  or 
any  other  suitable  technique,  is  an  ad¬ 
ministrative  matter.  The  Standards, 
rules,  and  regulations  of  the  Board  do 
not  in  any  way  restrict  the  capacity  of 
the  parties  to  select  the  method  by  which 
the  cost  impact  attributable  to  a  change 
in  cost  accounting  practice  is  recognized. 

(4)  Illustrations.  (1)  A  contractor 
unilaterally  changed  the  allocation  base 
for  the  manufacturing  overhead  pool.  As 
a  result  of  the  change,  the  allocation  of 
manufacturing  overhead  cost  to  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  fixed-price  contracts  decreased 
by  $10  million  over  and  above  the  amount 
that  could  be  offset  by  the  appropriate 
application  of  the  offset  provisions  of 
§  331.70  of  the  CASB  rules  and  regula¬ 
tions.  The  total  dollar  amount  of  Gk)v- 
emment  fixed-price  contracts  is  $200 
mUlion.  In  light  of  the  absolute  dollar 
amount  involved  and  the  proportional 
relationship  of  the  amount  involved  to 
contract  cost,  the  $10  million  change  is 
material  and  an  appropriate  cimtract 
modification  for  price  adjustment  should 
be  made. 

(ii)  A  contractor  changed  the  account¬ 
ing  for  the  allocation  of  the  costs  of  re¬ 
ceiving — inspection  of  materials.  As  a  re¬ 
sult  of  this,  the  allocation  to  Government 
fixed-price  contracts  decrec^ed  by 
$10,000  over  and  above  the  amount  that 
could  be  offset  by  the  appropriate  appli¬ 
cation  of  the  offset  provisions  of  §  331.70 
of  the  CASB  rules  and  regulations. 
These  costs  will  not  become  part  of  any 
base  used  for  the  application  of  indirect 
cost.  The  total  dollar  amount  <rf  Govern¬ 
ment  fixed-price  contracts  is  $15  million. 
In  light  of  the  absolute  dollar  amount  in¬ 
volved,  the  proportional  relatiimship  of 
the  amount  involved  to  contract  costs, 
and  the  fact  that  these  costs  will  not 
become  part  of  an  allocation  base,  no 
contract  modification  for  price  adjust¬ 
ment  is  required  under  CASB  rules  and 
regulations. 

*  •  •  •  • 

2.  Amend  §  331.20 — Definitions  by 
adding  new  paragraphs  (h),  (i),  and  (j) 
as  follows; 

§  331.20  Definitions. 

«  *  •  «  • 

(h)  A  “cost  accounting  practice”  is 
any  accounting  method  or  technique 
which  is  used  for  measurment  of  cost, 
assignment  of  cost  to  cost  accounting 
periods,  or  allocation  of  cost  to  cost 
objectives. 

(1)  Measurement  of  cost  encompasses 
accounting  methods  and  techniques  used 
in  defining  the  components  of  cost, 
determining  the  basis  for  cost  measure¬ 


ment,  and  establishing  criteria  for  use  of 
alternative  cost  measurement  techniques. 
Examples  of  cost  accounting  practices 
which  involve  measurement  of  costs  are; 

(1)  The  use  of  either  historical  cost, 
market  value,  or  present  value; 

(ii)  The  use  of  standard  cost  or  actual 
cost;  or 

(iii)  The  designation  of  those  items  of 
cost  which  must  be  included  or  excluded 
from  tangible  capital  assets  or  pension 
cost.  Accounting  practices  related  to 
measurement  of  cost  do  not  include  the 
determination  of  the  price  paid  by  the 
enterprise  for  a  given  component  of  cost. 

(2)  Assignment  of  cost  to  cost  account¬ 
ing  periods  refers’ to  a  method  or  tech¬ 
nique  used  in  determining  the  amount  of 
cost  to  be  assigned  to  individual  cost  ac¬ 
counting  periods.  Examples  of  cost  ac¬ 
counting  practices  which  involve  the  as¬ 
signment  of  cost  to  cost  accounting  peri¬ 
ods  are  requirements  for  the  use  of  ac¬ 
crual  basis  accounting  or  cash  basis  ac¬ 
counting. 

(3)  Allocation  of  cost  to  cost  objectives 
includes  both  direct  and  indirect  alloca¬ 
tion  of  cost.  Examples  of  cost  accounting 
practices  involving  allocatimi  of  cost  to 
cost  objectives  are  the  accounting  meth¬ 
ods  or  techniques  used  to  accumulate 
cost,  to  determine  whether  a  cost  is  to 
be  directly  or  indirectly  allocated,  to 
determine  the  composition  of  cost  pools, 
and  the  selection  and  composition  of  the 
appropriate  allocation  base. 

(i)  A  “change  to  either  a  disclosed  cost 
accounting  practice  or  an  established  cost 
accounting  practice”  is  any  alteration  in 
a  cost  accounting  practice,  whether  such 
practices  are  covered  by  a  Disclosure 
Statement  or  not,  as  defined  in  para¬ 
graph  (h)  of  this  section. 

(1)  The  initial  adoption  of  a  cost  ac¬ 
counting  practice  for  the  first  time  a  cost 
is  incurr^  or  a  f’mction  is  created  is 
not  a  change  in  cost  accounting  practice. 
The  partial  or  total  elimination  of  a  cost 
or  the  cost  of  a  function  is  not  a  change 
in  cost  accoimting  practice.  As  u^  here, 
function  is  an  activity  or  group  of  activi¬ 
ties  that  is  identifiable  in  scope  with  a 
purpose  or  aid  to  be  acctnnplisbed. 

(2)  If  the  express  provisions  of  any  law 
of  the  United  States  compel  a  contractor 
to  alter  a  cost  accounting  practice,  such 
alteration  shall  not  be  a  change  in  cost 
accounting  practice  for  purposes  of  para¬ 
graphs  (a)(4)  and  (a)(5)  of  the  Cost 
Accoimting  Standards  clause  (4  CFR 
331.50). 

(3)  When  a  Cost  Accounting  Standard 
which  has  been  applied  by  a  contractor 
subsequently  requires  the  contractor  to 
alter  a  cost  accounting  practice  in  order 
to  remain  in  compliance,  that  alteration 
shall  not  be  a  change  in  cost  accounting 
practice  for  purposes  of  paragraphs  (a) 
(4)  and  (a)(5)  of  the  Cost  Accounting 
Standards  clause  (4  CFR  331.50) . 

(j)  Illustrations  of  changes.  (1)  In  all 
of  the  following  cases  where  a  “change  to 
either  a  disclosed  cost  accounting  prac¬ 
tice  or  an  established  cost  accounting 
practice”  has  taken  place,  other  than  a 
change  required  by  paragraph  (a)  (3)  of 
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the  Cost  Accounting  Standards  contract 
clause,  modifications  to  the  affected  con¬ 
tracts  would  be  considered  In  accordance 
with  paragraphs  (a)  (4)  (B)  and  (a)  (5) 
of  the  Cost  Accounting  Standards  con¬ 


tract  clause,  under  §  331.71,  downward 
price  adjustments,  with  appropriate  ap¬ 
plication  of  offsets,  would  be  required 
(MOly  if  the  cost  impact  of  the  change  is 
materlaL 


(2)  The  following  are  illustrations  of 
changes  which  meet  the  proposed  defini¬ 
tion  of  “change  to  either  a  disclosed  cost 
accoimtlng  practice  or  an  established  cost 
accounting  imactice”  because: 


I.  Tk0  wtetkod  or  technique  used  for  measurinff  costs  has  been  changed. 


DeacrlpUoa  of  ehaneea 


AcoonnUng  tiMtment 


1.  Contractor  changes  his  a^uarial  cost  method  for  li  M  rwstom:  The  eontractor  oompated  pension  eoots  radng  the  aggregate  east  method. 

eompnting  pension  eoets.  n>)  PUtemt  The  eontiaetor  econputea  pension  east  nstng^e  onit  credit  method. 

2.  Contractor  nses  standard  eosts  to  aoooont  for  Ida  1.  m  Hestons.*  Conttactar*8  direct  labor  eoat  was  measured  with  only  tme  component  set  at  standard. 

direct  labor.  Labor  east  at  standard  was  eompoted  <h)  Present:  Cwitraetor's  direct  labor  oast  is  measored  with  both  the  time  and  rate  components  set  at  standard. 

by  multiplying  labor-time  standard  with  aotoat 

labor  rates.  The  oontraetor  changes  the  eompata- 

tion  by  multiplying  labor-time  standi  with 

labor-rate  standard. 


II.  The  method  or  teekutqua  meed  for  assignsneui  of  coed  ta  cost  uecomtiimg  geriode  hms  been  changed 


Deoeriptlan  ot  change  Aeeowntlng  treatmoat 


1.  Contraetor  changes  his  eetaMiahed  criteria  for  eapt-  L  (a)  Presfoas.’  Items  having  aeqnisltion  oasts  ofbetween  $200  and  $400  per  mdt  were  eapltalized  and  depreciated  over 

'  taUeing  certain  dasses  of  tangllbe  capital  aaseta.  a  nnmber  of  cost  accounting  periods. 

'  (b)  PresenL-  The  oontraetor  now  charges  the  valae  of  assets  costing  between  $200  and  $400  per  unit  to  an  indirect 
expense  pool  which  is  allocated  to  the  cost  objectives  of  the  cost  accounting  period  in  which  the  cost  was  incurred. 

2.  Contractor  changes  his  method  for  computing  da-  S.  (a)  Previout:  The  contractor  assigned  depreciation  costs  to  cost  accounting  p^ods  using  an  accelerated  method. 

predation  for  a  class  of  asseta.  (b)  PretenL-  The  contractor  assigns  depreciation  costs  to  cost  accounting  periods  using  the  straight  line  method. 

3.  Contractor  changes  his  method  of  determining  asset  S.  Xa}  Presitmt:  The  contractor  identified  the  cost  accounting  periods  to  which  the  costs  of  oapitsd  tangible  assets  would 

lives.  be  assigned  using  guideline  class  lives  provided  in  RP  73-10. 

(b)  Present:  The  contractor  changes  the  method  by  which  he  identifies  the  cost  accounting  perio<1s  to  which  the 
cost  of  capital  tangible  assets  will  be  assigned.  He  now  nses  the  expected  actual  lives  based  on  i^tst  usage. 


in.  The  usathod  or  technique  used  for  aXtoeating  eosts  has  been  chastged 


Paacrlption  of  Cbango  Accounting  Treatment 


1.  Contractor  eliminates  a  group  headquarters  and 

transfers  its  functions  to  the  three  segments  which 
form  the  group.  The  three  segments  will  now 
operate  as  autonomous  divisions  reporting  to  tbs 
corporate  headquarters. 

2.  The  contractor  chan^  the  accounting  f(v  hardware 

common  to  all  projects. 

3.  The  legal  department  ot  a  segment  has  reported 

directly  to  the  general  manager  of  the  segment. 
The  company  reorganizes  and  requires  the  legal 
department  to  report  directly  to  a  vice  presidmt 
at  corporate  headquarters. 

4.  The  contractor  merges  operating  segments  A  and  B 

which  use  different  cost  accounting  practices  ia 
accounting  for  manufacturing  overhe^  costs. 


L  (a)  Prestons:  The  group  headquarters  afiocated  the  costs  of  its  funettona  based  on  the  combined  total  cost  input  of 
the  three  segments. 

(b)'  Present  Now  that  each  segment  has  the  functions,  the  cost  of  the  functions  will  be  directly  identified  with  the 
segment  as  opposed  to  the  previous  accounting  in  which  the  costs  of  these  funetitms  were  allocated  to  the  seg¬ 
ments  using  the  total  cost  input  bene. 

2.  (a)  Presious:  The  contractor  allocated  the  cost  of  purchased  or  requisitioned  hardware  directly  to  projects. 

(b)  Present  The  contractor  now  charges  the  cost  of  purchased  or  requisitioned  hardware  to  an  indirect  expense  pool 
wbidi  is  allocated  to  projects  uamg  an  appropnate  allocation  base. 

A  (a)  Prestons:  The  cost  of  the  legal  depaitment  at  each  segment  had  been  accumulated  at  the  segment  as  part  of  tlie 
general  and  administrative  expense  pooL 

(b)  Present  In  light  of  the  reorganization,  the  company  changes  its  accounting  so  that  the  costs  of  its  legal  dep^- 
ment  ore  accumulated  as  part  of  the  cost  of  the  corporate  home  office.  As  such.  Instead  of  these  costs  being 
Incurred  directly  by  the  segments,  these  costs  will  now  be  allocated  to  the  segments  using  an  allocation  base 
which  reflects  the  beneficial  and  causal  relationship  between  this  pool  of  cost  and  the  segments. 

A  (a)  Pesions:  In  sement  A,  the  costs  of  the  manufoeturing  overhead  pool  have  been  allocated  to  final  cost  obJecUvM 
ninng  a  direct  labor  hours  base;  in  segment  B,  the  costs  of  the  manufacturing  overhead  pool  have  been  allocated 
to  final  cost  objectives  using  a  direct  labor  doUata  base. 

(b)  Pesent:  As  a  ree^t  of  the  merger  of  operations,  the  combined  segment  decides  to  allocate  manufacturing  over¬ 
head  expense  to  all  final  cost  objectiveo,  using  a  direct  labor  dollars  bass.  Tbus,  for  those  final  cost  obj^tivrs 
referred  to  in  pegment  A,  the  manufacturing  overhead  expense  pool  will  be  allocated  to  the  final  cost  objectives 
of  segment  A  using  a  dir^  labor  doUati  base  Instead  of  a  direct  labor  hours  base. 


(3)  TTie  following  are  lllustratloiui  changes  which  do  not  meet  the  proposed  definition  of  “change  to  either  a  disclosed 
cost  accounting  practice  or  an  established  cost  accounting  practice.’* 


Description  of  change 


1.  Changee  in  the  int«est  rate  levels  in  the  national 
economy  have  invalidated  the  prior  actuarial 
assumption  with  respect  to  anticipated  invest¬ 
ment  earning  The  pension  plan  administrators 
adopted  an  increased  interest  rate  actuarial  as¬ 
sumption.  The  company  allocated  the  resulting 
pension  costs  to  all  final  cost  objectives. 

A  The  basic  benefit  amount  for  a  company’s  pension 
plan  is  increased  from  $8  to  $10  per  year  of  credited 
service.  The  change  increases  the  (kfilar  amount 
of  pension  cost  allocated  to  all  final  cost  objectives. 

A  A  contractor  establishes  for  the  first  time  a  pension 
plan.  Pension  costs  for  the  first  year  amounted 
to  $3.5  miliion. 

A  A  contractor  maintained  a  Deferred  Incentive  Com¬ 
pensation  Plan.  After  several  years’  experienoa, 
the  plan  was  determined  not  to  be  attaining  its 
objective,  and  was  terminated,  and  no  future  en¬ 
titlements  were  paid. 

A  A  contractor  eliminates  a  segment  Uiat  was  operatad 
for  the  purpose  of  doing  research  for  development 
of  products  related  to  nuclear  energy. 


L  Adopting  the  increase  in  the  interest  rate  actuarial  assumption  is  not  a  change  in  cost  accounting  practice. 


2.  The  increase  in  the  amount  of  the  benefits  is  not  a  change  In  cost  accounting  practice. 


A  The  Initial  adoption  of  an  accounting  practice  for  the  first  time  incurrence  of  a  cost  is  not  a  change  in  cost  accounting 
practioa. 

A  Thors  was  a  termination  of  the  Deferred  Incentive  Compensation  Plan.  Elimination  of  a  cost  is  not  a  change  in  coat 
aoooonting  practioe. 


5.  'The  projects  and  expenses  related  to  nuclear  energy  projects  have  been  Utminated.  No  transfer  of  these  preteota 
and  no  further  work  in  this  area  is  planned.  This  is  an  elimination  of  cost  and  not  a  change  in  cost  aoeonnUng 
practioe. 
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PROPOSED  RULES 


Description  of  change 


AccooBtlnc  treatment 


<1.  For  a  particular  class  of  assets  lor  which  technologi¬ 
cal  changes  have  rarely  affected  asset  Uvea  a 
contractor  uses  a  five  year  average  of  historical 
lives  to  estimate  future  Uves.  Lest  year  the  five 
year  average  resulted  in  an  estimate  future  life 
of  eight  years  for  this  class  of  assets.  This  year  the 
live  year  avoage  predicts  a  useful  Ufe  oi  seven 
years  for  the  assets  acquired  this  year  for  this 
class  of  assets. 

7.  A  contractor  has  been  operating  for  some  time  undw 
Cost  Accounting  Standard  410.  The  contractor’s 
mix  of  business  changes  substantially  such  that 
there  are  significant  new  projects  which  have  sab- 
stantiaUy  increased  quantities  of  subcontracts 
and  Oovernment  furnished  material. 

S.  The  marketing  deputment  of  a  segment  has  re¬ 
ported  directly  to  the  general  manager  of  the 
segment.  The  costs  of  the  marketing  department 
have  been  acceunted  far  as  part  of  the  seramit’s 
0&  A  expense  pooL  The  company  reorganixes  and 
requires  Uie  marketing  dcfMrtment  to  report 
directly  to  a  vice  president  at  eorptnate  bM- 
quarters. 

I.  A  contractor  values  the  assets  of  a  pension  fund  on 
the  basis  of  aequisraon  cost.  Pursuant  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Employea  Rettrement  Income 
Security  Act  of  1974,  the  value  of  the  penaloa 
fund’s  assets  must  be  determined  on  the  basis  of  a 
valuation  metbod  which  takes  into  account  Mr 
market  values. 


6.  The  change  in  estimate  is  not  a  Aange  in  cost  aceountliig  nraetlee.  Hie  contractor  has  not  changed  the  metbou  or 
technique  used  to  determine  tbe  esumate.  The  result  of  toe  metbodidogy  applied  to  historical  data  has  indicated 
a  change  in  the  estimated  life,  and  this  is  not  a  change  in  cost  accounting  practice. 


7.  Tbe  contractor  has  been  allocatiug  his  general  and  administrative  expense  pool  to  final  cost  objectives  on  a  total  cost 
input  base  in  compliance  with  tbe  Standard.  With  the  addition  of  tbe  new  work,  it  is  agreed  that  a  total  cost  input 
bme  would  result  In  a  siraifieant  distortion  in  tbe  allocstion  of  tbe  QAA  expense  po^  To  remain  in  compliance 
with  the  requirameDts  of  Standard  410,  the  contractor  is  required  to  change  its  OAA  allocation  base  frmn  a  total  cost 
input  base  to  a  value  added  iMse.  Pw  tbe  provisions  of  this  change  to  remain  in  compliance  with  the 

requirements  of  the  Standard  is  not  a  change  in  cost  accounting  ixactiee. 
t.  Whfle  the  reporting  bamework  of  the  organization  has  changed,  the  accounting  for  tbe  cost  of  the  marketing  depart¬ 
ment  has  not  changed.  Thus,  the  organizational  change  has  not  resulted  in  a  change  in  cost  accouqting  practice. 


9.  The  requirement  to  use  the  new  valuation  method  is  a  requirement  of  the  Act,  but  the  Act  does  not  spell  out  any 
requirement  that  the  contractor  reflect  the  new  metbod  (or  any  higher  cost)  in  contract  cost  accounting.  Never- 
thelesB,  applicable  provisions  of  ASPR  permit  reimbursement  to  the  contractor  only  of  allocable  pension  costs 
actually  i^d  into  the  pension  fund.  Additionally,  Item  7.1.8  of  tbe  Disdosure  Statement  requires  a  description  of 
the  urethod  used  for  valuing  pension  fund  assets.  In  these  circumstances,  for  all  practical  purposes  the  Act  compels 
tbe  eontiaetor  to  alter  his  cost  accounting  practice.  Accordingly,  the  alteration  in  accounting  made  by  the  con¬ 
tractor  to  ewform  to  the  law  is  not  consider^  to  be  a  change  in  cost  accounting  practice  for  purposes  of  paragi  aphs 
M(d)  and  (a)(6)  of  the  Cost  Accounting  Standards  clause  (4  CFR  Part  SSl.W. 


[4CFRPart413] 

ADJUSTMENT  AND  AUOCATION  OF 
PENSION  COST 

Proposed  Cost  Accounting  Standard 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  of  a  Cost  Ac¬ 
counting  Standards  on  ttie  Adjustment 
and  Allocation  of  Paislon  Cost,  b^ng 
cfmsidered  by  the  Cost  Accounting 
Standards  Board  for  promulgaton  to 
Impl^ent  further  the  requirement  cf 
section  719  of  the  Defense  Production 
Act  of  1950,  as  amended.  Public  Law  91- 
379,  50  use  App.  2168.  When  promulgat¬ 
ed,  the  Standard  wUl  be  used  by  aO  rele¬ 
vant  Fed^al  agencies  and  naticmal  de¬ 
fense  contractors  and  subcfmtractors. 

The  proposed  Standard,  If  adopted, 
would  be  one  of  a  series  of  Cost  Account¬ 
ing  Standards  which  the  Board  Is  pro- 
midgatlng  **to  achieve  uniformity  and 
consistency  In  the  cost  accounting  prin¬ 
ciples  followed  by  defense  contractors 
and  subcontractors  under  Federal  con¬ 
tracts.**  (See  Sec.  719(g)  of  the  Defense 
Production  Act  of  1950,  as  amended.)  It 
Is  anticipated  that  any  contractor  re¬ 
ceiving  an  award  of  a  contract  subject  to 
ttie  rules,  regulations,  and  Stsindards  of 
the  Cost  Accoimting  Standards  Board  on 
or  alter  the  effective  date  of  this  Stand¬ 
ard  will  be  required  to  follow  it  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  provisions  of  S  413.80. 

This  Standard  Is  the  second  Standard 
dealing  with  pension  costs.  The  first 
Standard,  4  CFR  Part  412,  establishes 
tile  composition  of  pension  cost  and  the 
bases  to  be  used  for  measuring  such  cost. 
It  provides  also  the  criteria  for  deter¬ 
mining  the  amount  of  pension  cost  to  be 
assigned  to  cost  accounting  periods.  Al¬ 
though  Standard  412  Includes  actuarial 
gains  and  losses  as  a  component  of  pen¬ 
sion  costs.  It  does  not  state  how  or  when 
such  gains  and  losses  shall  be  assigned 
to  periods  or  measured- 

The  pit^xned  Standard  being  pub¬ 
lished  today  establishes  the  basis  for  as¬ 
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signing  actuarial  gains  and  losses  to  cost 
accounting  periods.  It  establishes  also 
tile  basis  for  valuing  the  assets  of  a  pen¬ 
sion  fun(L  Such  valuations  affect  signifi¬ 
cantly  the  components  of  pension  cost. 
Including  actuarial  gains  and  losses. 
Finally,  the  Standard  establishes  the 
basis  for  allocating  pension  costs  to  seg- 
m^ts  of  an  organization. 

In  its  research  leading  to  the  develop¬ 
ment  of  this  proposed  Standard,  the 
Board’s  staff  circulated  a  staff  draft 
Standard.  The  staff  noted  some  confu¬ 
sion  as  to  the  meaning  of  the  term  “seg¬ 
ment”  In  that  draft.  The  definition  used 
In  the  proposed  Standard  is  the  same  as 
that  set  forth  In  4  CFR  Part  400.  Some 
c(Mnmentators  construed  the  term  to 
mean  any  group  of  ^ployees  perform¬ 
ing  work  for  the  Government;  others 
construed  It  to  mean  product  line.  It  is 
neither.  As  defined,  a  segment  is  an  or¬ 
ganizational  unit  which  r^Kirts  directly 
to  a  h(«ne  office  of  that  organization.  The 
deslgnaticm  of  organizational  units  as 
segments  is  a  responsibility  of  the  con¬ 
tractor. 

Other  commentators  expressed  con¬ 
cern  as  to  whether  the  provisions  of  the 
draft  Standard  requiring  contractors, 
imder  certain  circumstances,  to  sepa¬ 
rately  calculate  pension  costs  by  segment 
is  applicable  to  segments  that  perform 
commercial  work  only.  The  answer  is 
in  the  negative.  The  provisions  of  the 
proposed  Standard  are  applicable  only  to 
those  segments  having  contracts  that  are 
subject  to  Cost  Accounting  Standards. 

Several  commentators  asked  whether 
the  asset  valuation  crit^ia  set  forth  hi 
the  proposed  Standard  are  to  be  applied 
for  all  actuarial  purposes  or  solely  for  de¬ 
termining  actuarial  gains  and  losses.  The 
proposed  Standard  specifically  provides 
that  the  value  of  a  pension  fimd’s  assets, 
as  derived  pursuant  to  the  proposed 
Standard,  shall  be  used  for  purposes  of 
calculating  all  components  of  p^islon 


Arthur  Schoenhaut. 
Executive  Secretary. 


cost.  Other  commentators  asked  whether 
the  methods  currently  used  for  valuing 
pension  fimd  assets  can  continue  to  be 
used  in  calculating  pension  cost.  The  pro¬ 
posed  Standard  does  not  pre^ribe  the 
asset  valuation  method  to  be  used.  How¬ 
ever,  it  requires  that  (1)  the  method  be 
used  consi^ntly,  and  (2)  the  total  asset 
value  produced  by  the  method  be  no  less 
than  80%  or  more  than  120%  of  the 
total  market  value  of  all  of  the  assets  of 
the  pension  fund.  The  proposed  Standard 
contains  an  illustration  covering  the 
valuation  of  assets. 

In  developing  the  proposed  Standard, 
the  Board  has  researched  the  Employee 
Retirement  Income  Seciudty  Act  oi  1974 
and  regulations  Issued  thereto.  The  Board 
believes  that  the  provisions  oi  this  Stand¬ 
ard  are  in  consonance  with  both  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  tile  Act  and  with  regulations 
issued  to  date. 

The  Board  solicits  comments  on  the 
proposed  Cost  Accoimting  Standard 
which  will  assist  the  Board  in  its  consid¬ 
eration  oi  the  premosaL  Interested  per¬ 
sons  should  submit  written  data  and 
views  concerning  the  proposed  (Tost  Ac¬ 
counting  Standard  to  the  Cost  Account¬ 
ing  Standards  Board,  441  O  Street,  N.W^ 
Washington,  D.C.  20548.  To  be  given  C(m- 
sideration  by  the  Board  in  its  determina¬ 
tion  relative  to  final  promulgaticm  of  the 
Cost  Accounting  Standard  covered  by 
this  Notice,  written  submissions  must  be 
made  to  arrive  no  later  than  AiHil  25, 
1977. 

Notx. — ^AU  written  submissions  made  pur¬ 
suant  to  tills  Notice  wUl  be  made  avelleble 
for  public  Inspection  at  tiie  Board’s  OOoe 
during  regular  buslneas  hours. 

The  proposed  Part  413  reads  as  fOQowa: 

PART  413— ADJUSTMENT  AND 
ALLOCATION  OF  PENSION  COST 

See. 

413.10  OeniMul  applicability. 

413.30  Purpoas. 
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413.30  Definitions. 

413.40  Fundamental  requirement. 

413.60  Techniques  for  iq>i>llcaitlon. 

413.60  Illustrations. 

413.70  Exemptions. 

413.80  EffecUve  date. 

Authobitt:  Sec.  719,  Defense  Production 
Act  of  1960,  as  amended.  Pub.  L.  91-379  (60 
use  App.  2168). 

§  413.10  General  applicabilitj. 

General  applicability  of  this  Cost  Ac¬ 
counting  Standard  is  established  by 
§  331.30  of  the  Board’s  regulations  on  ap¬ 
plicability,  exemption,  and  waiver  of  the 
requirement  to  include  the  Cost  Account¬ 
ing  Standards  contract  clause  in  negoti¬ 
ated  defense  prime  contracts  and  sub¬ 
contracts  (§  331.30  of  this  CHiapter) . 

§  413.20  Purpose. 

A  purpose  of  this  Standard  is  to  pro¬ 
vide  guidance  for  adjusting  pension  cost 
by  measuring  actuarial  gains  and  losses 
and  assigning  such  gains  and  losses  to 
cost  accounting  periods.  In  doing  so,  the 
Standard  establishes  the  basis  for  valu¬ 
ing  the  assets  of  a  pensiem  fund.  An¬ 
other  purpose  of  the  Standard  is  to  pro¬ 
vide  the  bases  on  which  pension  cost  shall 
be  allocated  to  segments  of  an  organiza¬ 
tion.  The  provisiOTis  of  this  Cost  Ac¬ 
counting  Standard  should  enhance  iml- 
formity  and  consistency  in  accounting 
for  pension  costs. 

§  413.30  Definitions. 

(a)  The  foUowing  are  definitions  of 
terms  prominent  in  this  Standard. 

(1)  Accrued  benefit  cost  method.  An 
actuarial  cost  method  tmder  which  units 
of  benefit  are  assigned  to  each  cost  ac¬ 
counting  period  and  are  valued  as  they 
accrue — that  is,  based  on  the  services 
performed  by  each  employee  in  the  pe¬ 
riod  involved.  The  measure  of  normal 
cost  imder  this  method  for  eacdi  cost 
accounting  period  is  the  present  value  of 
the  units  of  benefit  deemed  to  be  cred¬ 
ited  to  enn>loyees  for  service  in  that  pe¬ 
riod.  The  measure  of  the  actuarlsd  liabil¬ 
ity  at  a  plan’s  inception  date  is  the 
present  value  of  the  units  of  benefit  cred¬ 
ited  to  employees  for  service  prior  to  that 
date.  (This  method  is  also  known  as  the 
Unit  Credit  cost  method.) 

(2)  Actuarial  assumption.  A  predictiem 
of  future  conditions  affecting  pension 
cost;  for  example,  mortality  rate,  em¬ 
ployee  turnover,  compensation  levels, 
pension  fund  earnings,  changes  in  values 
of  pension  fund  assets. 

(3)  Actuarial  cost  method.  A  tech¬ 
nique  which  uses  actuarial  assumptlmis 
to  measure  the  present  value  of  future 
pension  benefits  and  pension  fimd  Ad¬ 
ministrative  expenses,  and  which  assigns 
the  cost  of  such  benefits  and  expenses  to 
cost  accounting  periods. 

(4)  Actuarial  gain  and  loss.  The  effect 
on  pension  cost  resulting  from  differ¬ 
ences  between  actuarial  assumptions  and 
actual  experience. 

(5)  AcftmriaZ  UabtZffy.  Pension  cost  at¬ 
tributable,  under  the  actuarial  cost 
method  ta  use.  to  years  prior  to  the  date 
of  a  particular  actuarial  valuation.  As 
of  such  date,  the  actuarial  liability  rep¬ 


resents  the  excess  of  the  present  value 
of  the  future  benefits  and  administrative 
expenses  over  the  present  vsdue  of  future 
contributions  for  the  normal  cost  for  aU 
plan  participants  and  beneficiaries.  The 
excess  of  the  actuarial  liability  over  the 
value  of  the  assets  of  a  pension  plan  is 
the  Unfunded  Actuarial  Inability. 

(6)  Actuarial  valuation.  The  determi¬ 
nation,  as  of  a  specified  date,  of  the  nor¬ 
mal  cost,  actuarial  liability,  value  of  the 
assets  of  a  pension  fund,  and  other  rele¬ 
vant  values  for  the  pension  plan. 

(7)  Immediate-gain  actuarial  cost 
method.  Any  of  the  several  actuarial  cost 
methods  under  which  actuarial  gains 
and  losses  are  separately  determined  at  a  ^ 
valuation  date  as  a  consequence  the 
actuarial  cost  method. 

(8)  Normal  cost.  The  annual  cost  at¬ 
tributable,  under  the  actuarial  cost 
method  in  use,  to  years  subsequent  to  a 
IMirticular  valuation  date. 

(9)  Pension  plan.  A  deferred  compen¬ 
sation  plan  established  and  maintained 
by  one  or  more  employers  to  provide  sys¬ 
tematically  for  the  payment  of  benefits 
to  plan  participants  after  their  retire¬ 
ment,  provided  that  the  benefits  are  paid 
for  life  or  are  payable  for  life  at  the  op¬ 
tion  of  the  employees.  Additional  bene¬ 
fits  such  as  permanent  and  total  dis¬ 
ability  and  death  payments,  and  sur¬ 
vivorship  payments  to  l}eneficiat:ies  of 
decresised  employees  may  be  an  integral 
part  of  a  pension  plan. 

(10)  Pension  plan  participant.  Any 
employee  or  former  employee  of  an  em¬ 
ployer,  or  any  member  or  former  member 
of  an  employee  organizatiem,  who  is  or 
may  become  eligiUe  to  receive  a  benefit 
from  a  pension  plan  which  covers  em¬ 
ployees  of  such  employer  or  members  of 
such  organization,  or  whose  boieficiarles 
are  receiving  or  may  be  eligible  to  receive 
any  such  benefit.  A  participant  curroitly 
in  the  employ  of  an  employer  is  an  active 
participant  of  the  employer’s  pension 
plan. 

(11)  Projected  benefit  cost  method. 
Any  of  the  several  actuarial  cost  methods 
which  distribute  the  estimated  total  cost 
of  all  of  the  employees’  pi<96pective  bene¬ 
fits  over  a  period  of  years,  usually  their 
working  careers. 

(12)  Segment.  One  of  two  or  more  di¬ 
visions,  product  departments,  plants,  or 
other  subdivisions  of  an  organization  re¬ 
porting  directly  to  a  home  office,  usually 
identified  with  responsibility  for  profit 
and/or  producing  a  product  or  service. 
The  term  includes  Government-owned 
contractor-operated  (GOCO)  facilities, 
and 'joint  ventures  and  subsidiaries  (do¬ 
mestic  and  foreign)  in  which  the  orga¬ 
nization  has  a  majority  ownership.  The 
term  also  includes  those  joint  ventures 
and  subsidiaries  (domestic  and  foreign) 
in  which  the  organization  has  less  than  a 
majority  of  ownership,  but  over  which  it 
exercises  control. 

(13)  Spread-gain  actuarial  cost 
method.  Any  ot  the  sevo-al  projected 
benefit  cost  methods  which  includes  ac¬ 
tuarial  gains  and  losses  as  part  of  normal 
cost  as  a  consequence  of  the  actuarial 
cost  method. 


(14)  Termination  gain  or  loss.  An 
actuarial  gain  or  loss  resulting  from  the 
difference  between  the  assumed  and  ac¬ 
tual  duration  ot  employment^  of  plan 
participants  in  a  contractor’s  work  force. 
Termination  assun^tions  do  not  give 
consideration  to  retirement,  disability,  or 
death.  Assumptions  are  sometimes  made 
separately  for  voluntary  and  for  involun- 
taiy  terminations. 

(b)  The  following  modifications  of 
definitions  set  forth  in  Part  400  of  this 
chiq>ter  are  applicable  to  this  Standard; 
Ncme. 

§  413.40  Fundamental  requirement. 

(a)  Assignment  of  actuarial  gains  and 
losses.  Actuarial  gains  and  losses  shall  be 
calculated  annually  and  shall  be  assigned 
to  future  cost  accoimting  periods. 

(b)  Valuation  of  the  assets  of  a  pen¬ 
sion  fund.  The  value  of  all  pension  fund 
assets  shall  be  used  in  measuring  the 
components  of  pension  cost,  and  shall  be 
determined  imder  a  method  which  takes 
into  account  fair  market  values  and 
which  minimizes  the  effect  of  short-term 
market  fluctuation. 

(c)  Allocation  of  pension  cost.  Con¬ 
tractors  shall  allocate  pension  cost  to 
each  segment  having  participants  in  a 
pension  plan.  The  cost  of  each  pension 
plan  shall  be  separately  allocated.  Such 
allocations  may  always  be  made  by  sepa¬ 
rately  computing  pension  cost  for  one 
or  more  segments.  Unless  distortions  are 
created,  such  allocations  may  instead  be 
made  by  computing  a  composite  pension 
cost  for  two  or  more  segments  and  allo¬ 
cating  the  cost  to  these  segments  by 
means  of  an  allocation  base.  The  base 
shall  be  representative  of  the  factors  on 
which  the  pension  cost  was  based. 

§  413.50  Techniques  for  application. 

(a)  Assignment  of  actuarial  gains  and 
losses.  (1)  In  accordance  with  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  4  cm  Part  412,  actuarial  gains 
and  losses  shall  be  identified  separate 
from  luifunded  actuarial  liabilities  being 
amortized. 

(2)  Actuarial  gains  and  losses  deter¬ 
mined  under  a  pension  plan  whose  costs 
are  measured  by  an  immediate-gain  ac¬ 
tuarial  cost  method  shall  be  amortized 
over  a  15-year  period,  beginning  with 
the  date  as  of  which  the  actuarial  valu¬ 
ation  is  made.  The  gain  or  loss  assign¬ 
able  to  each  cost  accounting  period  shall 
be  set  forth  in  equal  annual  installments 
vdiich  shall  consist  of  an  amortized  por¬ 
tion  of  the  gain  or  loss  plus  an  interest 
equivalent  on  the  unamortlzed  portion 
at  such  gain  or  loss.  If  the  actuarial  gain 
or  loss  determined  for  a  cost  accounthif 
period  is  not  material  in  amount,  it  may 
be  assigned  to  a  single  period. 

(3)  Actuarial  gains  and  losses  appli¬ 
cable  to  a  pension  plan  whose  costs  are 
measured  by  a  spread-gain  actuarial  cost 
method  are  included  as  part  of  nmmal 
cost  and  are  spread  over  the  remaining 
average  working  lives  of  the  work  femse. 
Accordingly,  no  specific  amortization  pe¬ 
riod  is  specified  in  this  Standard  fw  suiA 
gains  and  losses. 

(b)  Valuation  of  the  assets  of  a  pen¬ 
sion  fund.  (1)  value  of  a  pexislaB 
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fund’s  assets  shall  be  used  (i)  in  deter¬ 
mining  actuarial  gains  and  losses,  and 

(ii)  for  purposes  of  calculating  other 
components  of  pension  cost. 

(2)  Any  recognized  method  may  be 
used  for  valuing  the  assets  of  a  pension 
fimd.  However,  the  total  asset  value  pro¬ 
duced  by  the  method  used  shall  fall 
within  a  corridor  from  80  to  120  percent 
of  the  market  value  of  the  assets,  deter¬ 
mined  as  of  the  valuation  date.  If  the 
method  produces  a  value  that  falls  out¬ 
side  the  corridor,  the  value  of  the  assets, 
as  computed  under  the  method  in  use, 
shall  be  adjusted  to  equal  the  nearest 
boundary  of  the  corridor. 

(3)  The  method  selected  for  valuing 
pension  fimd  assets  shall  be  consistently 
applied  from  year  to  year  within  each 
plan  and  shall  recognize  appreciation  and 
depreciation  of  assets  in  the  same  man¬ 
ner. 

(4)  The  provisions  of  paragraphs  (b) 

(1)  through  (3)  of  this  section  are  not 
applicable  to  insured  plans  whose  fimds 
are  co-mingled  with  the  general  funds 
of  the  insurance  company. 

(c)  Allocation  of  pension  cost.  (1)  For 
contractors  who  compute  a  composite 
pension  cost  covering  plan  participants 
in  two  or  more  segments,  the  allocation 
of  pension  cost  to  such  segments  shall 
be  made  on  the  following  bases.  For  a 
plan  whose  benefits  are  based  on  salaries 
and  wages,  the  pension  cost  shall  be  al¬ 
located  to  each  segment  on  the  basis  of 
the  salaries  and  wages  for  the  partici¬ 
pants  of  the  segments.  For  a  plan  whose 
benefits  are  not  based  on  s^aries  and 
wages,  the  pension  cost  shall  be  allocated 
to  each  segment  on  the  basis  of  the  num¬ 
ber  of  participants  in  the  segments. 
However,  the  contracting  parties  may 
agree  to  the  use  of  any  other  allocation 
base  if  such  other  base  establishes  .a 
beneficial  or  casual  relationship  be¬ 
tween  the  segments  and  the  pension 
cost. 

(2)  Unless  an  equitable  allocation  of 
pension  cost  to  segments  can  be  made  by 
means  of  an  allocation  base  used  pursu¬ 
ant  to  paragraph  (c)  (1)  of  this  section, 
separate  pension  cost  for  a  segment  shall 
be  calculated  whenever  any  of  the  fol¬ 
lowing  conditions  exist  for  that  segment: 
(i)  there  Is  a  significant  termination  gain 
or  loss  attributable  to  the  segment,  (ii) 
the  level  of  benefits,  eligibility  for  bene¬ 
fits,  or  age  distribution  is  significantly 
different  for  the  segment  than  for  the 
average  of  all  segments  included  in  the 
composite  calculation,  or  (ill)  the  proper 
assumptions  relating  to  termination,  re¬ 
tirement  age,  or  salary  scale  are  signifi¬ 
cantly  different  for  the  segment  than  for 
the  average  of  all  segments  included  in 
the  composite  calculation.  Pension  cost 
shall  also  be  separately  calculated  for  a 
segment  under  circumstances  where  (A) 
the  pension  plan  for  that  segment  was, 
or  becomes,  merged  with  that  of  another 
segment,  and  (B)  the  ratios  of  assets  to 
actuarial  liabilities  for  each  of  the 
merged  plans  are  significantly  different 
from  one  another  after  applying  the 
benefits  in  effect  after  the  merger. 

(3)  Whenever  the  pension  cost  of  a 
segment  is  required  to  be  calculated  sep¬ 


arately  pursuant  to  paragraph  (c)  (2)  of 
this  section,  such  calculatioDs  shall  be 
prospective  only;  prior  years’  pension 
costs  need  not  be  re-determined. 

(4)  Calculations  of  termination  gains 
or  losses  shall  give  consideration  to  fac¬ 
tors  such  as  imezpected  early  retire¬ 
ments,  benefits  becoming  fully  vested, 
and  reinstatements  or  transfers  without 
loss  of  benefits.  An  amount  may  be  esti¬ 
mated  for  future  reemployments. 

(5)  For  a  segment  whose  pension  costs 
are  required  to  be  calculate  separately 
pursuant  to  paragraph  (c)  (2)  of  this 
section,  there  shall  be  an  Initial  memo¬ 
randum  allocation  of  pension  fimd  assets 
to  that  segment,  as  follows:  (i)  If  the 
necessary  data  are  readily  determinable 

the  amount  of  assets  to  be  allocated  to 
the  segment  shall  be  the  amount  of 
funds  contributed  by,  or  on  behalf  of. 
the  segment,  increas^  by  income  re¬ 
ceived  on  such  funds,  and  decreased  by 
benefits  and  expenses  paid  from  such 
funds;  (ii)  if  tne  data  specified  in  para¬ 
graph  (c)(5)(i)  of  this  section,  are  not 
readily  determinable,  assets  shall  be 
all(x;ated  to  the  segment  in  a  manrier 
consistent  with  the  actuarial  cost 
method  used  to  determine  annual  pen¬ 
sion  cost;  (iii)  if  the  costs  were  de¬ 
termined  under  differing  actuarial  cost 
methods,  assets  shall  be  allocated  to 
the  segment  in  the  same  propor¬ 
tion  as  the  actuarial  liability  of  the  seg¬ 
ment  bears  to  the  actuarial  liability  of 
the  plan,  computed  on  the  accrued  bene¬ 
fit  cost  method.  If  after  the  effective 
date  of  this  Standard  a  segment’s  pen¬ 
sion  plan  becomes  part  of  another  pen¬ 
sion  plan,  the  amount  of  assets  to  be 
allocated  to  the  se^ent  shall  be  the 
market  value  of  the  segment’s  assets  as 
of  the  effective  date  of  the  merger. 

(6)  If  prior  to  the  effective  date  of  this 
Standard  a  contractor  has  been  calculat¬ 
ing  pension  cost  separately  for  individual 
segments,  the  amount  of  assets  previous¬ 
ly  allocated  to  those  segments  need  not 
be  changed. 

(7)  An  initial  all(x:ation  of  assets  to  a 
segment  pursuant  to  paragraph  (c)  (5)  of 
this  section  shall  be  made  only  for  ttie 
active  pension  plan  participants  of  the 
segment.  ’Ihe  inactive  poislon  idan  par¬ 
ticipants  shall  be  considered  as  constitut¬ 
ing  a  separate  segment;  assets  shall  like¬ 
wise  be  allocated  to  this  segment. 

(8)  After  the  initial  allocation  of  as¬ 
sets,  the  c(mtractor  shall  maintain  a  rec¬ 
ord  of  the  p<Hlion  of  subsequent  c(mtri- 
butions.  Income,  and  expenses  attributa¬ 
ble  to  the  segment;  such  income  and  ex¬ 
penses  shall  include  a  portion  of  any  ac¬ 
tuarial  gains  and  losses  attributalde  to 
the  assets  of  the  pension  fund."  Fund  in¬ 
come  and  expenses  shall  be  allocated  to 
the  segment  in  the  same  proportion  that 
the  assets  allocated  to  the  segment  bears 
to  total  fund  assets. 

(9)  If  plan  participants  transfer 
among  segments,  (xmtractors  need  not 
transfer  fimds  unless  a  transfn*  is  suf¬ 
ficiently  large  as  to  distort  the  segments’ 
ratio  of  fund  assets  to  actuarial  UaMll- 
tles.  However,  when  an  emidoyee  of  the 
segment  becomes  inactive,  assets  shall  be 
transferred  from  that  segment  to  the  seg¬ 


ment  estaldished  to  accumulate  the  as¬ 
sets  and  actuarial  liabilities  fm*  the  inac¬ 
tive  plan  participants.  The  amount  of 
funds  transferred  shall  be  that  portion  of 
the  actuarial  liabilities  of  the  inactive 
participants  that  have  been  funded. 

(10)  Where  pension  cost  is  s^>arately 
calculated  for  a  segment,  the  total  an¬ 
nual  pension  cost  for  the  segment  shall 
be  the  amoimt  calculated  for  the  seg¬ 
ment,  plus  an  allocated  portion  of  the 
pension  cost  calculated  for  the  inactive 
participants.  Such  an  allocation  shall  be 
made  on  the  basis  of  total  pension  costs 
calculated  for  the  segments  having  active 
participants. 

(11)  Where  pension  cost  is  separately 
calculated  for  one  or  more  segments,  the 
actuarial  cost  method  used  for  a  plan 
shall  be  the  same  for  all  segments,  as  re¬ 
quired  by  4  CFH  412.50(b) .  Unless  a  sepa¬ 
rate  calculation  of  pension  cost  for  a  seg¬ 
ment  is  made  because  of  a  condition  set 
forth  in  paragraph  (c)  (2)  (iii)  of  this 
section,  the  same  actuarial  assumptions 
may  be  used  for  all  segments  covered  by 
a  plan. 

(12)  Nothing  in  this  section  shall  pre¬ 
clude  contracting  parties  fr(xn  agreeing 
to  the  establishment  of  a  separate  fund 
for  an  individual  segment. 

(13)  The  requirements  of  paragraphs 
(c)  (1)  and  (2)  of  this  section  are  ap¬ 
propriate  only  for  segments  whose  pro¬ 
ductive  operations  are  cemtinuing.  How¬ 
ever,  if  a  segment  is  closed  and  a  signifi¬ 
cant  number  of  employees  are  thereby 
terminated  from  the  plan,  the  contractor 
shall  compute  a  net  gain  or  loss  from  the 
plan  applicable  to  that  segment,  irrespec¬ 
tive  of  whether  or  not  the  pension  plw  is 
terminated.  In  computing  such  iwt  gain 
or  loss,  the  contractor  shall  determine  the 
amoimt  of  any  termination  gain  pursuant 
to  paragrai^  (c)  (4)  of  this  sectiem.  The 
computation  shall  also  establish  gains  or 
losses  on  pension  fund  assets,  as  follows: 
(!)  A  portion  of  the  assets  of  the  pension 
fund  shall  be  allocated  to  the  segment  in 
accordance  with  the  requirements  of 
paragraph  (c)  (5)  (i)  through  (iii)  of  this 
section;  (ii)  all  of  the  assets  shall  be 
valued  at  market  as  of  the  date  of  the 
event  (e.g..  contract  termination)  that 
caused  the  closing  of  the  segmoit.  If  such 
a  date  cannot  be  readily  deteimlned,  the 
contracting  parties  shaU  agree  on  an  ap¬ 
propriate  date.  The  net  gain  or  loss  from 
the  plan  for  the  segment  shall  be  used  as 
a  basis  few:  negotiating  any  appropriate 
adjustments. 

§  413.60  Illustrations. 

(a)  Assignment  of  actuarial  gains 
and  losses.  Contractor  A  has  a  defined- 
benefit  pension  plan  whose  costs  are 
measured  under  an  immediate-gain  ac¬ 
tuarial  cost  method.  The  contractor 
makes  actuarial  valuations  every  other 
year.  At  each  valuation  date,  the  con¬ 
tractor  calculates  the  actuarial  gains 
and  losses  that  occurred  since  the  pre¬ 
vious  valuation  date  and  merges  su(% 
gains  and  losses  with  the  unfunded  actu¬ 
arial  liabilities  that  are  being  amortized. 
Pursuant  to  S  413.40(a)  (1),  the  con¬ 
tractor  must  make  an  actuarial  valu- 
ati(m  annually.  Any  actuarial  gains  or 
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losses  measured  must  be  sei^arat^y 
amortized  over  a  15-year  period  begrin- 
ning  with  the  date  as  of  which  the  ac¬ 
tuarial  valuation  is  made.  (Section  413.- 
50(a)  (1)  and  (2).) 

(b)  Valuation  of  the  assets  of  a  pension 
fund.  Contractor  B  has  a  pension  plan, 
the  assets  of  which  are  invested  in  equity 
securities,  debt  securities,  and  real  prop¬ 
erty.  The  contractor,  whose  cost  ac¬ 
counting  period  is  the  calendar  year,  has 
an  annual  actuarial  valuation  of  the 
pension  fund  in  June  of  each  year;  the 
effective  date  of  the  valuation  is  the 
beginning  of  that  year.  The  contractor’s 
method  for  valuing  the  assets  of  the  pen¬ 
sion  fund  is  a  follows:  debt  securities  ex¬ 
pected  to  be  held  to  maturity  are  valued 
on  an  amortized  basis  running  from  ini¬ 
tial  cost  at  purchase  to  par  value  at 
maturity;  land  and  buildings  are  valued 
at  cost  less  .depreciaticm  taken  to  date; 
all  equity  securities  and  debt  securities 
not  expected  to  be  held  to  maturity  are 
valued- on  the  basis  of  a  5-year  moving 
average  of  market  values.  In  making  an 
actuarial  valuation,  the  contractor  must 
compare  the  values  reached  \mder  the 
asset  valuation  mcrthod  used  with  the 
market  values  of  all  of  the  assets  (§  413.40 
(b> ) .  In  this  case,  the  assets  are  valued 
as  of  January  1  (rf  that  year.  *1116  con¬ 
tractor  establishes  the  following  values 
as  of  that  date. 


Asset 

valuation 

Market 

method 

Cash . 

sioaooo 

$100,000 

Equity  securities . 

Debt  securities  expected  to 

be 

6,000.000 

7.800.000 

held  to  maturitv . 

— - 

s.5aooo 

eoaooo 

6oaooo 

750,000 

Land  and  buildings,  net 

of 

4oaooo 

750,000 

Total . 

.... 

7,6sadoo 

laooaooo 

Section  413.50(c)  (2)  requires  that  the 
total  value  of  the  assets  of  the  pension 
fimd  fall  within  a  corridor  from  80  to 
120  percent  of  market.  The  corridor  for 
the  plan’s  assets  as  oi  January  1  is  from 
$12  million  to  $8  mlUlcm.  Because  the 
asset  value  reached  by  the  contractor — 
$7,650,000 — ^falls  oittside  tihe  corridor, 
the  value  reached  must  be  adjusted  to 
equal  the  nearest  boundary  of  the  cor¬ 
ridor;  $8  million.  In'  subsequent  years 
the  contractor  must  continue  to  use  the 
same  method  for  valuing  assets  §  413.- 
50(b)(3)).  If  the  value  produced  falls 
inside  the  corridor,  such  value  shall  be 
used  in  measuring  pensicm  cost. 

(c)  Allocation  of  pension  cost.  (1) 
Contractor  C  has  a  defined-benefit  pen- 
sicm  plan  covering  employees  at  five  seg¬ 
ments.  Pension  cost  is  computed  by  use 
of  an  immediate-gain  actuarial  cost 
method.  One  segment  (X)  is  devoted  pri¬ 
marily  to  performing  work  for  the  Gov¬ 
ernment.  During  the  current  cost  ac¬ 
counting  period.  Segment  X  had  a  large 
and  unforseeable  reduction  of  ^ployees 
because  of  a  contract  termination  at  the 
convenimce  of  the  Government  and  be¬ 
cause  the  contractor  did  not  receive  an 
anticipated  follow-on  contract  to  one 
that  was  c(xnpleted  during  the  p^iod. 


As  a  result,  the  plan  has  a  large  net  ter¬ 
mination  gain.  As  a  consequence  of  this 
gain  a  separate  calculation  of  the  pen¬ 
sion  cost  for  Segment  X  would  result  in  a 
significantly  different  allocation  of  costs 
to  that  segment  than  would  a  composite 
calculation  and  allocation  by  means  of 
a  base.  Accordingl>’.  pursuant  to  §  413.- 
50tc)(2).  the  contractor  must  calculate 
the  pension  cost  for  Segment  X  as  if  it 
had  its  own  pension  plan.  In  doing  so, 
the  entire  termination  gain  must  be  as¬ 
signed  to  Segment  X  and  amortized  over 
15  years.  After  the  gain  is  amortized,  the 
contractor  is  no  longer  required  to  sepa- 
ratelj’  calculate  the  costs  for  Segment 
X  unless  subsequent  events  require  such 
separate  calculation. 

(2)  Contractor  D  has  a  defined-benefit 
pension  plan  covering  employees  at  ten 
segments,  all  of  which  have  some  con¬ 
tracts  subject  to  Cost  Accounting  Stand¬ 
ards.  The  pension  plan’s  benefits  are 
based  on  final  five-year  pay.  'The  cost  of 
the  plan  is  calculated  by  use  of  a  spread- 
gain  actuarial  cost  method;  the  contrac¬ 
tor  computes  normal  cost  as  a  percent¬ 
age  of  payroll  of  all  the  segments  and 
adds  an  amount  representing  amortiza¬ 
tion  of  a  frozen  initial  unfunded  actu¬ 
arial  liability.  One  of  the  segments  (Seg¬ 
ment  Y)  is  entirely  devoted  to  Govern¬ 
ment  work.  The  contractor’s  policy  is  to 
place  junior  employees  in  this  segment. 
The  age  distribution  of  the  employees  of 
the  segment  is  significantly  different 
from  that  of  the  other  segments  so  that 
its  pension  cost  would  be  significantly 
different  if  ccNnputed  separately  than  if 
computed  as  a  part  of  a  computation 
which  averages  the  ages  of  all  employees 
covered  by  the  plan.  Pursuant  to  §  413.50 
(c)  (2) ,  the  contractor  must  compute  the 
pension  cost  for  Segment  Y  as  if  it  were 
a  separate  pension  plan.  Accordingly,  the 
contractor  must  allocate  a  portion  of  the 
pension  fund’s  assets  to  Segment  Y. 
However,  because  this  portion  connot  be 
readily  determined,  §  413.50(c)  (5)  (ii) 
permits  the  allocation  to  be  made  on  the 
basis  of  the  actuarial  cost  method  that 
was  used  to  determine  the  pension  cost 
for  the  plan.  Once  the  assets  have  been 
allocated,  in  future  cost  accounting 
periods  the  contractor  shall  make 
separate  pension  cost  calculations  for 
Segment  Y  based  on  the  actual  age  dis¬ 
tribution  for  the  segment.  Because  the 
factors  cconprising  pension  cost  for  the 
other  nine  segments  are  relatively  equal, 
the  contractor  may  compute  pension  cost 
for  these  nine  segments  by  using  com¬ 
posite  factors  and  developing  a  percent¬ 
age  of  payroll  for  the  nine  segments.  Un¬ 
less  the  contracting  parties  agree  to  the 
use  of  another  allocation  base,  the  pen¬ 
sion  cost  allocated  to  each  of  the  nine 
segments  shall  be  the  product  of  the  per¬ 
centage  developed  and  the  pajm^  of 
each  segment  ($  413.50(c)  (1) ) . 

(3)  In  July  1974,  Contractor  E  ac¬ 
quired  Contractor  F  and  made  it  Seg¬ 
ment  P.  Prior  to  the  merger,  each  con¬ 
tractor  had  its  own  pension  plan.  Under 
the  terms  of  the  merger,  contractor  P’s 
pension  plan  was  merged  with  that  of 
Contracts:  E.  The  actuarial  assumptiems. 


durently  salary-  scale,  and  other  plan 
characteristics  are  about  the  same  for 
Segment  F  and  Contracts*  E’s  other  seg¬ 
ments.  However,  based  on  the  same  bene¬ 
fits  at  the  time  of  the  merger,  the  plan 
of  Contractor  F  had  a  disproportionately 
larger  imfunded  actuarial  liability  than 
did  Contractor  E’s  plan.  Any  ^ouping 
of  the  assets  and  actuarial  liabilities  of 
both  plans  would  result  in  significantly 
different  pension  cost  sdlocation  to  Con¬ 
tractor  E's  segments  than  if  pension  cost 
were  computed  for  Segment  P  on  the 
basis  that  it  had  a  separate  pension  plan. 
Accordingly,  pursuant  to  §  413.50(c)  (5) 
(i) ,  Contractor  E  must  all(x;ate  to  Seg¬ 
ment  F  a  portion  of  the  assets  of  com¬ 
bined  plan.  The  amoirnt  to  be  allocated 
shall  be  the  value  of  F's  pension  plan 
assets  at  the  date  of  the  merger,  adjusted 
for  subsequent  cemtributions  and  ex¬ 
penditures  applicable  to  the  segment 
(Section  413.50(c)(8)).  Contractor  E 
must  use  these  amounts  of  assets  as  a 
basis  for  calculating  the  annual  pension 
cost  applicable  to  Segment  F. 

(4)  Contractor  G  has  a  pension  plan 
covering  employees  at  seven  segments. 
The  contractor  has  been  making  a  com¬ 
posite  pension  cost  calculation  for  all  of 
the  segments.  However,  the  contractor 
determines  that,  pursuant  to  this  Stand.- 
ard,  separate  pension  costs  must  be  cal¬ 
culated  for  one  of  the  segments.  In  ac¬ 
cordance  with  §  413.50(c)  (7),  the  con¬ 
tractor  must  allocate  fund  assets  for  the 
active  participants  of  that  segment.  The 
contractor  must  also  create  a  segment  to 
accummulate  the  assets  and  actuarial 
liabilities  for  the  plan’s  inactive  partici¬ 
pants.  Pursuant  to  9  413.50(c)  (9),  vdien 
participants  become  inactive,  the  con¬ 
tractor  must  transfer  assets  to  the  seg¬ 
ment  for  inactive  participants  to  cover 
the  actuarial  liabilities  for  the  partici¬ 
pants  that  become  Inactive.  However,  the 
amount  to  be  transferred  shall  be  pro¬ 
portionate  to  the  percentage  of  such 
liabilities  that  are  funded. 

(5)  Contractor  H  has  a  pension  plan 
covering  employees  at  ten  segments.  The 
contractor  makes  a  composite  pension 
cost  calculation  for  all  segments.  The 
contractor’s  records  show  that  the  ter¬ 
mination  experience  for  one  segment — 
primarily  performing  Government 
work— has  be^  significantly  different 
from  the  average  turnover  experience  of 
the  other  segments.  Moreover,  the  con¬ 
tractor  assumes  that  such  different  ex¬ 
perience  will  continue.  Because  of  this 
fact,  and  because  the  application  of  a 
different  termination  assumptkm  would 
result  in  significantly  different  costs  be¬ 
ing  charged  to  the  Government,  the  con¬ 
tractor  must  develop  separate  paisimi 
cost  for  that  segment  In  accordance  with 
9  413.50(c)(2).  the  amount  of  pension 
cost  must  be  based  cm  the  proper  ter¬ 
mination  assumption  for  that  segmoit; 
however,  as  provided  in  9  413.50(c)  (11), 
all  other  assiunptions  for  that  segmmit 
may  be  the  same  as  those  for  the  remain¬ 
ing  segments. 

(6)  Contractor  I  has  a  five-year  con¬ 
tract  to  operate  a  Government-owned 
facility.  The  pension  blan  for  the  employ¬ 
ees  of  that  facility  is  a  part  of  the  con- 
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tractor’s  single  pension  plan  which  cov¬ 
ers  salaried  and  hourly  employees  at 
other  locations.  At  the  conclusion  of  the 
five-year  period,  the  Government  decides 
not  to  renew  the  contract.  Although  some 
employees  are  hired  by  the  successor  con¬ 
tractor,  Contractor  I  must  still  terminate 
many  employees.  Pursuant  to  §  413.50(c) 
(12),  Contractor  I  must  compute  a  gain 
or  loss  on  the  pension  plan  for  that 
facility.  The  contractor  first  calculates 
the  termination  gain  or  loss.  Because  of 
the  size  of  the  termination,  the  Internal 
Revenue  Service  considers  it  to  be  a  par¬ 
tial  plan  termination.  As  such,  the  ter¬ 
minated  employees  become  fully  vested 
in  their  accrued  benefits.  As  a  result, 
there  is  a  termination  loss  of  $2.5  million. 
The  contractor  must  then  determine  the 
market  value  of  the  pension  fund  assets 
allocated  to  the  facility.  The  difference 
between  the  market  value  of  the  assets 
and  the  expected  value  of  the  assets  re¬ 
presents  the  gain  or  loss  on  the  assets. 
In  this  case,  there  was  a  gain  of  $1.5 
million.  Thus,  for  this  facility,  there  was 
a  net  loss  of  $1  million  for  the  plan.  How'- 
ever,  there  may  be  other  factor  to  be  con¬ 
sidered  in  arriving  at  the  net  cost  of  a 
plan  (such  as  transfer  of  pension  funds 
for  employees  transferring  to  the  succes- 
^pr  contractor,  or,  in  case  of  a  whole  or 
partial  plan  termination,  requirements 
imposed  by  other  Federal  agencies) .  The 
net  gain  or  loss  from  all  factors  shall  be 
used  as  a  basis  for  negotiating  any  ap¬ 
propriate  adjustments. 

§  413.70  Exemptions. 

None  for  this  Standard. 

§  413.80  Effective  date. 

(a)  The  effective  date  of  this  Stand¬ 
ard  is  [effective  date  of  final  rule- 
making]. 

(b)  This  Standard  shall  be  followed  by 
each  contractor  on  or  after  the  start  of 
his  next  cost  accounting  period  beginning 
after  the  receipt  of  a  contract  to  which 
this  Cost  Accoimting  Standard  is  appli¬ 
cable. 

Arthur  Schoenhaut, 

Executive  Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.77-3312  Piled  2-2-77;8:45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 
Federal  Aviation  Administration 
[14CFRPart39] 

[Docket  No.  77-GL-21 

MCCAULEY  MODEL  D2AF34C65  AND 
D2AF34C81  SERIES  PROPELLERS 

Proposed  Airworthiness  Directives 
The  Federal  Aviation  Administration  is 
considering  amending  Part  39  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Regulations  by  adding  an 
airworthiness  directive  applicable  to  Mc¬ 
Cauley  Model  D2AF34C65  and 
D2AF34C81  series  propellers.  There  have 
been  cracks  and  failures  of  the  hub«  that 
could  result  in  blade  separation. 'Since 
this  condition  is  likely  to  exist  or  develop 
in  other  propellers  of  the  same  design, 
the  proposed  airworthiness  directive 
would  require  periodic  inspection  of  the 
hubs  for  fatigue  cracks  imtil  replaced  by 
McCauley  oil-filled  hubs  containing  a 
dyed  oil  crack  detection  system. 


Interested  persons  are  invited  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  the  making  of  the  proposed 
rule  by  submitting  such  written  data, 
views  or  arguments  as  they  may  desire. 
Communications  should  identify  the 
docket  number  and  be  submitted  in  dup¬ 
licate  to  the  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Office  of  the  Regional  Counsel, 
Attention:  Rules  Docket,  2300  East 
Devon  Avenue,*  Des  Plaines,  Illinois 
60018.  All  communications  received  on 
or  before  March  23,  1977  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  Administrator  before  tak¬ 
ing  action  upon  the  proposed  rule.  The 
proposals  contained  in  this  notice  may  be 
changed  in  light  of  comments  received. 
All  comments  will  be  available,  both  be¬ 
fore  and  after  the  closing  date  for  com¬ 
ments,  in  the  Rules  Dockets  for  exam¬ 
ination  by  interested  persons. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under 
the  authority  of  sections  313(a),  601  and 
603  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958 
(49  U.S.C.  1354(a),  1421,  1423)  and  sec¬ 
tion  6(c)  of  the  Department  of  Trans¬ 
portation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c)). 

In  accordance  with  Departmental  Reg¬ 
ulatory  Reform  dated  March  23,  1976,  we 
have  determined  that  the  expected  im¬ 
pact  of  this  proposed  regulation  is  so 
minimal  that  it  does  not  warrant  an 
evaluation. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  it 
is  proposed  to  ^unend  §  39.13  of  Part  39 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  by 
adding  the  following  new  airworthiness 
directive: 

McCAxn.ET  Propellers.  Applies  to  the  follow¬ 
ing  Model  D2AF34C66  and  D2AF34C81 
series  propellers  installed  on  but  not 
limited  to  Cessna  Model  310J,  E310J, 
310K,  310L,  -and  3I0N  aircraft. 
D2AP34C66  or  -XM 
D2AF34C65-A  or  -AM 
D2AF34C65-F  or  -PM 
D2AF34C85-J  or  -JM 
D2AP34C65-K  or  -KM 
D2AF34C65-L  or  -LM 
D2AF34C65-N  or  -NKM 
D2AF34C81  or  -XM 
D2AF34C8i-A  or  -AM 
D2AF34C81-P  or  -PM 
D2AF34C81^  or  -KM 
D2AF34C81-K  or  -KM 
D2AP34C81-L  or  -LM 
D2AF34C81-M 
D2AF34C81-N 

Compliance  required  as  indicated,  unless 
already  accomplished.  To  detect  propeller 
hub  cracks  and  prevent  possible  failure,  ac¬ 
complish  the  followmg: 

(a)  Model  D2AF34C65,  -A,  -F,  -J,  -K,  or 
-L,  and  D2AF34C81,  -A,  -P,  -J,  -K,  or  -L 
propellers. 

(1)  Propeller  hubs  with  less  than  500 
hours  time  in  service,  inspect  in  accordance 
with  paragraph  (c)(1)  within  525  hours 
total  time  and  reinspect  m  accordance  with 
paragraph  (c)(1)  every  100  hours  time  in 
service  from  last  inspection. 

(2)  Propeller  hubs  with  500  or  more  but 
less  than  1200  hours  time  in  service,  inspect 
in  accordance  wfth  paragraph  (c)(1)  within 
the  next  25  hours  time  in  service  after  the 
effective  date  of  this  AD  and  reinspect  in 
accordance  with  paragraph  (c)(1)  every  100 
hours  time  in  service  from  last  Inspection. 

(3)  Propeller  hubs  with  1200.  or  more 
hours  time  in  service,  or  whose  total  time  in 
service  is  unknown,  inspect  in  accordance 
with  paragraph  (c)(2)  within  the  next  25 
hours  time  in  service  after  the  effective  date 
of  this  AD,  unless  already  accomplished 


within  the  last  300  hours  time  in  service  and 
reinspect  in  accordance  with  paragraph  (c) 
(2)  every  300  hours  time  in  service  from 
the  last  inspection. 

(b)  Model  D2AP34C65-XM,  -AM,  -PM, 
-JM,  -KM,  -LM,  -M,  -N,  or  -NKM.  and 
D2AF34C81-XM,  -AM,  -FM,  -JM,  -KM,  -LM, 
-M,  or  -N  propellers. 

(1)  Propeller  hubs  with  less  than  1200 
hours  time  in  service,  inspect  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  paragraph  (c)(2)  within  1250 
hours  total  time  in  service  and  reinspect  in 
accordance  with  paragraph  (c)(1)  every  100 
hours  time  in  service  from  last  inspection. 

(2)  Propeller  bubs  with  1200  or  more  but 
less  than  1800  hours  time  in  service.  Inspect 
in  accordance  with  paragraph  (c)  (2)  within 
the  next  50  hours  time  in  service  after  the 
effective  date  of  this  AD  unless  already  ac¬ 
complished  within  the  last  300  hours,  and 
reinspect  in  accordance  with  paragraph  (c) 

(1)  every  100  hours  time  in  service  from  last 
inspection. 

(3)  Propeller  hubs  with  1800  hours  or 
more  time  in  service  or  whose  total  hours  in 
service  are  unknown  inspect  in  accordance 
with  paragraph  (c)(2)  within  the  next  50 
hours  time  in  service  after  the  effective  date 
of  this  AD,  unless  already  accomplished 
within  the  last  300  hours  time  in  service  and 
reinspect  in  accordance  with  paragraph  (c) 

(2)  every  300  hours  time  in  service  from  the 
last  inspection. 

(c)  Required  action. 

(1)  Inspect  all  external  smrfaces  of  pro¬ 
peller  hub  for  cracks  by  dye  penetrant 
method.  Replace  before  further  flight  any 
cracked  hub  -  with  an  oll-fllled  Model 
D2AF34C65-XMO,  -AMO.  -FMO,  -JMO, 
-KMO,  -LMO,  -MO,  -NO,  -NKMO,  -O;  or 
D2AF34C81-XMO.  -AMO,  -FMO,  ^MO, 
-KMO,  -LMO.  -MO,  -NO,  or  -O  oil-filled  hub 
as  applicable  In  accordance  with  McCauley 
Service  Bulletin  No.  125  dated  February  15, 
1977. 

(2)  Remove  propeller  from  aircraft  and 
disa^emble  to  allow  complete  inspection  of 
hub.*'lnspect  all  extmial  and  internal  hub 
surfaces  Including  retention  threads  for 
cracks  using  dye  penetrant  method  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  McCauley  Service  Letter  1974- 
3  dated  March  29,  1974.  Replace  before  fur¬ 
ther  flight  any  cracked  hub  with  a  Model 
D2AF34C65  or  D2AF34C81  series  oll-fllled 
hub  as  in  paragraph  (c)(1). 

(d)  The  foregoing  inspections  may  be  dis¬ 
continued'  after  replacement  of  Model 
D2AF34C65  or  D2AF34C81  series  hubs  with 
McCauley  oil-filled  hubs  as  in  paragraph 
(c)(1). 

The  manufacturer’s  specifications  and 
procedures  identified  and  described  in 
this  directive  art  incorporated  herein 
and  made  part  hereof  pursuant  to  5 
U.S.C.  522(a)  (1).  All  persons  affected  by 
the  directive  who  have-not- already  re¬ 
ceived  these  documents  from  the  manu¬ 
facturer,  may  obtain  copies  upon  request 
to  McCauley  Accessory  Division,  Cessna 
Aircraft  Company,  Box  7,  R(X)sevelt 
Station,  Dayton,  Ohio  45417.  These 
documents  may  also  be  examined  at  the 
Great  Lakes  Regional  Office,  2300  East 
Devon  Avenue.  Des  Plaines,  Illinois 
60018,  and  at  FAA  Headquarters,  800 
Independence  Avenue,  S.W.,  Washing- 
toivD.C.  20591.  A  historical  file  on  this 
AD  which  includes  incorporated  mate¬ 
rial  is  maintained  by  the  FAA,  at  its 
headquarters  in  Washington,  D.C.  and 
at  the  Great  Lakes  Regicm. 

Note, — The  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion  has  determined  that  this  document  dpes 
not  contain  a  major  proposal  requiring  prep¬ 
aration  of  an  Inflation  Impact  Statement 
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iinrior  Executive  Order  11821,  as  amended 
by  Executive  Order  11949,  and  OMB  Circular 
A-107. 

Notx. — The  incorporation  by  reference 
provisions  in  this  document  was  approved 
by  the  Director  of  the  Federal  Register  on 
Jtme  19,  1967. 

Issued  in  Des  Planes,  Illinois  on  Janu¬ 
ary  24,  1977. 

John  M.  Cyrocki, 
Director, 

Great  Lakes  Region. 

[PR  Doc.77-8366  PUed  2-2-77:8:45  am) 


CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

[14CFRPart399] 

(Docket  30123;  PSDR-45] 

STATEMENTS  OF  GENERAL  POLICY 

Proposed  Rulemaking;  Separate  Statement 
To  Be  Appended  to  PSDR-45 

November  26, 1976. 

The  attached  Supplemental  Dissent¬ 
ing  Statement  of  Members  Minetti  and 
West  is  to  be  appended  to  PSDR-45  (41 
FR  52698,  December  1.  1976;  42  FR  3180, 
January  17,  1977). 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board: 

Dated:  January  18, 1977. 

Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 
Secretary. 

Separate  Statement  to  be  appended 
to  PSDR-45.  Docket  30123,  dated  No¬ 
vember  26,  1976.  (PSDR-45  is  a  notice 
of  proposed  rulemaking  proposing  to  de¬ 
lineate  standards  for  determining  prior¬ 
ities  of  hearing  with  respect  to  compet¬ 
ing  applications  for  operating  authority.) 

Supplemental  Dissenting  Statement  of 
Members  Minetti  and  West: 

The  proposed  priority  standards  for 
route  hearings  which  our  colleagues  have 
chosen  to  issue  in  the  form  of  a  Notice 
of  Proposed  Rulemaking,  PSDR-45, 
could  le^timately  have  been  published  as 
a  staff  study,  with  a  request  for  public 
comments.  They  undoubtedly  represent 
the  distillation  of  much  earnest  thought 
and  anal3^is  on  the  part  of  our  Bureau 
of  Operating  Rights.  But  in  our  view 
the  proposal  was  by  no  means  ready  to 
be  issu^  as  a  notice  of  proposed  rule- 
making — a  step  which  implies  a  degree 
of  Board  commitment  to  the  proposal 
which,  as  far  as  we  are  concerned,  sim¬ 
ply  does  not  exist. 

^  That  the  Board  is  not  really  ready  to 
"go  public’’  with  this  proposal  as  a  no¬ 
tice  of  proposed  rulemaking  will,  we 
think,  clearly  appear  from  the  criticisms 
we  have  to  make  of  the  proposal — crit¬ 
icisms  which  show  that  neither  the  over¬ 
all  plan  nor  the  details  of  the  proposal 
have  been  thought  through  to  anything 
like  the  necessary  extent.  In  our  Judg¬ 
ment.  after  receipt  of  what  we  can  only 
regard  as  a  strictly  preliminary  roimd  of 
public  comments,  the  entire  matter 


should  go  back  to  the  drawing  board  for 
a  thorough  restudy. 

We  find  it  particularly  regrettable 
that  the  PSDR-45  proposal  should  go  out 
for  comment,  even  in  the  most  tentative 
form,  accompanied  by  such  a  wholly  in¬ 
adequate  Explanatory  Statement.  As  we 
point  out  hereafter,  although  the  Board 
has  been  coping  with  the  problem  of 
route  hearing  priorities  for  three  dec¬ 
ades  or  more,  the  Explanatory  State¬ 
ment  here  does  not  even  undertake  to 
explain  why  it  is  considered  necessary 
or  desirable  to  depart  from  the  Board’s 
established  methods  of  assigning  hear¬ 
ing  priorities.  Moreover,  the  Explana¬ 
tory  Statement  neither  explains  the 
choice  of  factors  (and  exclusion  of  other 
factors)  which  tiie  new  proposal  would 
take  into  consideration  in  fixing  priori¬ 
ties.  nor  gives  any  coherent  or  compre¬ 
hensible  rationale  for  the  specific  nu¬ 
merical  criteria  it  would  ad(H>t,  nor 
relates  either  these  factors  or  these  cri¬ 
teria  specifically  to  the  Board’s  tradi¬ 
tional  route  policies,  whether  in  fixing 
priorities  or  deciding  cases. 

The  inadequacy  of  the  Explanatory 
Statement  is  bound,  in  our  judgment,  to 
affect  the  quality  of  the  public  comments 
which  will  be  received.  Since  interested 
members  of  the  industry  and  the  general 
public  will  be  forced  to  speculate  as  to 
how  the  particular  traffic  and  other  cri¬ 
teria  embodied  in  the  proposed  hearing 
priority  standards  were  arrived  at,  or 
what  they  imply  in  terms  of  a  future 
Board  route  program — topics  on  which 
the  Explanatory  Statement  is  either  si¬ 
lent  or.  at  best,  cryptic  and  vague — ^they 
will  be  at  a  serious  disadvantage  in  crit¬ 
icizing  these  criteria  and  in  offering  al- 
tematves.^ 


^  Incidentally,  we  very  much  deprecate  the 
use  of  language  in  the  Explanatory  State¬ 
ment  p.  3  which  suggests  that  public  com¬ 
ments  on  the  PSDB-45  proposal  wlU  be  given 
no  weight  unless  the  commenter  Includes  a 
specific  and  detailed  alternative  proposal  and 
assesses  its  precise  impact  on  the  Board's 
workload — the  latter,  of  cotirse,  being  a  topic 
which  few  people  outside  the  Board  wUl  feel 
qualified  to  discuss  In  any  kind  of  detail. 
While  there  will  certainly  be  many  carrier, 
civic,  consumer,  and  other  parties  who  wlU 
be  able  to  discern  the  numerous  flaws  in  the 
present  proposal,  and  will  be  in  a  position  to 
discuss  the  impact  of  the  proposal  on  the 
particular  air  routes  and  air  service  needs 
with  which  they  are  familiar,  there  will  be 
very  few  who  can  comply  wlt^  every  aspect 
of  the  above  prescription. 

We  are  not  aware  of  any  prior  Board  rule¬ 
making  proposal  on  a  basic  policy  issue  of 
broad  public  interest  and  regulatory  signifi¬ 
cance  which  has  set  forth  so  restrictive  and 
burdensome  a  standard  which  public  com¬ 
ments  must  meet  before  they  will  be  con¬ 
sidered.  While  our  colleagues  may  not  have 
intended  by  this  language  in  the  Explanatory 
Statement  to  discourage  critical  comments 
on  the  PSDR-45  proposal,  we  greatly  fear 
that  the  language  employed  may  have  this 
effect.  At  any  rate,  we  would  make  it  clear 
that  our  own  intention  is  to  give  full  weight 
to  all  serious-minded  comments  which  ad¬ 


Our  own  study  of  the  route  bearing 
priority  standards  of  PSDRr-45  has  cixi- 
vlnced  us  that  these  pr(HX)sed  standards 
are  seriously  deficioit  in  a  number  of 
major  respects.  We  intend,  in  the  bal¬ 
ance  of  this  statement,  to  set  fortii  our 
major  criticisms  of  the  proposed  stand¬ 
ards.  and  then  to  tentatively  offer  for 
comment  a  set  of  alternative  proposals. 

1.  PSDR-45  fails  to  explain  why  any 
change  in  the  Board's  traditional  meth¬ 
od  of  setting  route  case  hearing  priori¬ 
ties  is  considered  either  necessary  or  de¬ 
sirable.  The  problem  to  which  the  PS¬ 
DR-45  pr(H>osal  addresses  itself — the 
fact  that  many  more  i^fdications  for 
new  domestic  route  authority  are  filed 
than  the  Board  has  staff  resources  to 
process  through  formal  hearing  proce¬ 
dures  in  timely  fashion — is  one  of  at 
least  thirty  years’  standing.  It  was  early 
realized  that  setting  route  applications 
for  hearing  in  the  order  in  which  they 
were  filed  was  neither  legsdly  practica¬ 
ble  (because  of  the  Ashbacker  require¬ 
ment  of  contemporaneous  hearing  for 
mutually  exclusive  applicatiims)  nor 
consistent  with  the  broader  public  inter¬ 
est.  Accordingly,  the  Board  over  Uie  years 
developed  objective  standards  for  deter¬ 
mining  which  applicaticms  should  be  ac¬ 
corded  priority  of  hearing.  These  stand¬ 
ards.  codified  in  §  399.60(b)  of  the 
Board’s  Poli;y  Statem^ts,  are  worth 
quoting  in  full  here  as  they  apply  to  do¬ 
mestic  route  applications :  * 

(b)  Standards.  Matters  will  be  assigned  for 
hearing  in  accordance  with  the  degree  of 
relative  priority  which  each  matter  is  en¬ 
titled  to  on  the  basis  of  the  comparative  pub¬ 
lic  interest  involved  therein.  Amcmg  other 
things,  the  Board  will  take  into  account: 

•  •  •  •  • 

(2)  The  Impact  of  delay  on  the  public  of 
particular  persons; 

•  •  •  •  • 

(4)  The  time  for  which  the  matter  has  al¬ 
ready  been  pending  and  which  would  be  re¬ 
quired  to  dispose  of  it; 

(5)  Whether  the  application  requests  re¬ 
newal  of  an  existing  tempwary  authoriza¬ 
tion;  and 

(6)  In  matters  relating  to  operating 
authority — 

(I)  Whether  a  proposal  might  reduce  sub¬ 
sidy  or  increase  economy  of  operations; 

(II)  Whether  an  application  proposes  new 
service: 

(ill)  The  volume  of  traffic  that  might  be 
affected  by  the  grant  or  denial  of  the  pro¬ 
posal; 

(iv)  The  period  that  has  elapsed  since  the 
Board  considered  the  service  needs  of  the 
places  or  areas  involved;  and 

(V)  The  relative  availability  of  necessary 
staff  members  of  the  carriers,  commimities 


dress  the  issues  presented,  whether  or  not 
the  commenter  feels  able  to  address  every 
conceivable  aspect  of  the  issues  or  to  offer  a 
fully  developed  and  minutely  dociunented 
counterproposal . 

*  Portions  of  the  standards  dealing  with 
statutory  priorities,  statutory  deadlines,  and 
enforcement  cases  are  omitted  since  they  are 
generally  irrelevant  to  fixing  priorities 
among  domestic  route  applications. 
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and  the  Board,  In  the  light  of  other  proceed¬ 
ings  already  in  progress,  to  handle  the  proc- 
esrtng  of  the  case. 

Interested  persons  may  urge  upon  the  Board 
such  considerations  as  they  believe  should 
lead  it  to  acccM’d  a  particular  application  a 
priority  different  from  that  which  the  Board 
has  given  it. 

These  standards,  it  will  be  observed, 
give  prtoary  weight  to  the  interests  of 
communities  and  the  traveUng  public, 
but  also  take  into  account  the  interests 
of  applicants  and  other  affected  persons, 
the  fiscal  interests  of  the  government 
(subsidy  reduction),  and  considerations 
of  efiBcient  management  of  the  Board’s 
business.  'Hie  standards  are  objective, 
but  are  not  numerically  quantified:  they 
do  not  tell  the  prospective  applicant  in 
advance  whether  or  when  his  application 
will  be  heard,  nor  do  they  by  a  process 
of  calculation  yield  a  rank  ordering 
among  applications  pending  at  any  par¬ 
ticular  time.  In  applying  the  standards, 
therefore,  the  Board  goes  through  a 
process  of  weighing  and  balancing  vari¬ 
ous  relevant  considerations  urged  on  it  by 
the  parties,  in  the  light  of  the  published 
standards  and  its  past  decisions  in  set¬ 
ting  priorities — the  same  kind  of  process, 
qualitatively,  as  it  employs  in  granting 
and  denying  applications  after  an  evi¬ 
dentiary  hearing. 

There  has  been  no  major  qualitative 
or  quantitative  change  that  we  are . 
aware  of  in  the  problem  of  matching  nu¬ 
merous  route  applications  against  lim¬ 
ited  hearing  resources  since  e.g.,  the  late 
1960’s,  when  the  Board  last  carried  on  an 
active  route  hearing  program.  Never¬ 
theless,  it  is  now  propos^  to  make  a  ma¬ 
jor  change  in  the  Board’s  traditional 
method  of  assigning  route  hearing  pri¬ 
orities  by  substituting  for  the  general 
but  objective  standards  of  §  399.60 
precise  numerical  criteria  of  traffic, 
profitability,  and  market  share  applica¬ 
ble  to  each  of  the  major  categories  of 
“conventional”  new  route  applications, 
with  those  applications  in  each  category 
which  meet  the  criteria  being  implicitly 
promised  a  hearing.  Under  the  PSDR-45 
proposal,  the  traditional  weighing-and- 
balancing  process  will  continue  to  be  em¬ 
ployed  in  assigning  priorities  to  “excep¬ 
tional”  types  of  route  applications,  and 
^  it  is  indicated  that  this  process  will  not 
be  wholly  excluded  with  respect  to  “con¬ 
ventional”  types  of  applications,  al¬ 
though  its  use  is  to  be  greatly  curtailed. 

One  would  have  expected  that  the 
major  premise  for  so  drastic  a  prop>osed 
change  in  the  Board’s  traditional  meth¬ 
ods,  of  setting  route  hearing  priorities 
would  be  a  showing  that  the  traditional 
methods  are  no  kmger  workable  or  have 
become  a  source  of  serious  complaint  on 
the  part  of  communities,  applicants,  or 
the  traveling  public.  'The  surprising  fact, 
however,  is  that  no  such  showing  is  made 
in  the  Explanatory  Statement  to  FSDR- 
45.  On  the  contrary,  there  is  nothing  but 
the  totally  unsupported  assertion  that 
“it  isjclear  that  the  standards  contained 
in  Section  399.60  *  *  *  are  no  longer 


sufficient  to  manage  the  Board’s  work¬ 
load.”* 

With  all  due  respect  to  our  colleagues’ 
opinions,  we  think  it  is  not  at  all  clear 
that  the  Board  cannot  simply  continue 
to  apply  the  standards  of  $  399.60  as  it 
has  in  the  past.  We  are  not  aware  of  any 
large  public  outcry  against  the  manner 
in  which  the  Board  applied  its  hearing 
priority  standards  in  earlier  periods 
when  an  active  route  hearing  program 
was  in  effect.  There  has  certainly  been 
a  considerable  outcry  against  the  Board’s 
unannounced  so-called  “route  mora¬ 
torium”  which  was  in  effect  between  late 
1969  and  early  1975,  during  which  period 
almost  no  new  domestic  route  applica¬ 
tions  were  set  for  hearing.  But  the  mora¬ 
torium  in  no  way  stenuned  from  a  short¬ 
age  of  Board  hearing  resources  or  from 
the  priority  standards  of  §  399.60; 
rather,  to  be  candid,  it  resulted  from  the 
then  Board  majority’s  belief  that  too 
much  new  route  authority  had  been 
granted  in  the  late  1960’s  and  that  all 
applications  for  further  such  authority 
should  be  deferred  or  dismissed  for  an 
indefinite  period.  ’The  public  outcry 
against  the  moratorium  was  not  that  the 
Board  should  adopt  new  priority  stand¬ 
ards,  but  that  it  should  return  to  its  old 
ones. 

We  are  not  suggesting  that  no  argu¬ 
ment  can  be  made  for  substituting  more 
specific  numerical  criteria  for  the  more 
general  objective  standards  set  forth  in 
§  399.60.*  We  are  simply  pointing  out  that 
no  such  argument  h^  in  fact  been  made. 
It  is  not  for  us  to  speculate  as  to  what 
reasons  might  be  put  forward  in  support 
of  a  basic  change  in  the  Board’s  method 
of  assigning  priorities.  Rather,  it  is  the 
responsibiUty  and  duty  of  the  proponents 
to  make  the  affirmative  case  for  such  a 
change — publicly,  on  the  record,  and  not 
merely  in  intramural  discussions — ^before 
it  becomes  anyone’s  obligation  to  present 
contrary  considerati(ms. 

The  failure  of  the  Explanatory  State¬ 
ment  here  to  set  forth  any  reasons  for 
shifting  from  the  general  standards  of 
Section  399.60  to  the  more  specific  nu¬ 
merical  criteria  of  the  PSDR-45  proposal 
is  bound  to  affect  adversely  the  quality  of 
the  public  comments  which  will  be  re- 


*See  Explanatory  Statement,  p.  2. 

*  Considerations  that  occur  to  us  which 
might  be  thought  to  support  the  adoption  of 
more  specific  numerical  criteria  are  e.g.,  (1) 
the  fact  that  assigning  priorities  by  use  of 
the  general  standards  of  Section  309.60  tends 
to  be  somewhat  time-consuming  and  fre¬ 
quently  coi^ntlous,  particularly  where  an 
effOTt  Is  made  to  treat  similar  situations  con¬ 
sistently;  and  (2)  the  fact  that  adoption  of 
more  specific  criteria  might  (depending  on 
the  criteria  adopted)  make  It  more  difficult 
for  a  future  Board  to  slip  unannounced  Intn 
a  new  route  moratorium.  The  strongest  argu¬ 
ment  for  keeping  the  existing  methods  Is 
that  any  set  of  purely  numerical  criteria, 
however  refined,  will  Inevitably  fail  to  do 
Justice  to  some  highly  meritorious  applica¬ 
tions  because  of  complexities  or  tidditlonal 
factors  not  foreseen  when  the  criteria  were 
adopted. 


ceived.  Many  commenters  may  simply 
assume  there  is  nothing  to  discuss,  and 
that  the  adoption  of  some  basic  change 
in  the  method  of  assigning  priorities — 
the  PSDR-45  proposal  or  some  other — is 
a  foregone  conclusion.  Others,  possibly 
preferring  the  traditional  system  to  that 
now  proposed,  will  be  hard  put  to  know 
what  unspoken  arguments  in  favor  at  the 
change  they  are  expected  to  refute.  It  Is 
quite  likely  that  the  record  in  this  rule- 
making  proceeding  will  be  closed  without 
the  issue  of  a  change  vel  non  in  the  tra¬ 
ditional  system  ever  having  been  seri¬ 
ously  discussed  on  the  record.*  Such  a 
record  will  not  in  our  judgment  lay  a 
proper  foundation  for  so  fundamental  a 
change  in  the  Board’s  past  method  of 
assigning  route  case  hearing  priorities. 

2.  The  “standards"  provosed  by 
PSDR-4S  represent  a  simplistic  approach 
which  will  not  succeed  in  matching  route 
applications  with  hearing  resources.  The 
stated  purpose  of  ad(n>ting  route  hearing 
priority  standards  is  to  match  the  flow 
of  route  aiH>lications  with  the  Board’s 
limited  formal  hearing  resources,  and  to 
give  precedence  of  hearing  to  those  ap¬ 
plications  which  an  initial  inspectioi) 
discloses  can  reasonably  be  expected  to 
produce  the  greatest  benefits  to  the 
traveling  public  and  the  greatest  con¬ 
tribution  to  the  continued  development 
of  an  economically  sound  air  transporta¬ 
tion  system.  It  is  our  contention  that  the 
standards  proposed  in  PSDRr-45  cannot 
possibly  achieve  this  purpose. 

’The  PSDR-45  proposal  attempts  to  set 
priorities  by  delineating  five  major 
categories  of  route  applications  *  and  fix¬ 
ing  niunerical  thresholds  for  hearing  in 
each  categoiv,  in  terms  of  traffic  vol- 
lunes,  market  shares,  and  prospective 
profitability  of  (^ratifKis.*  I^ssing  over 
for  the  moment  our  dissatisfaction  ^th 
with  the  factors  employed  and  with  the 
numerical  standards  fixed,*  the  point 
here  is  that  PSDRr-45  attempts  by  these 
means  to  divide  all  route  applicaticms^ 


‘Our  raising  the  Issue  here  doe*  not,  we 
think.  In  any  way  remedy  the  deficiency  In 
the  Explanatory  Statement,  since  we  Obvi¬ 
ously  cannot  expound  or  discuss  the  major¬ 
ity’s  unspoken  reasons  for  proposing  a 
change. 

■Applications  (1)  for  competitive  authority 
In  large  monopoly  markets;  (2)  for  competi¬ 
tive  authority  In  markets  with  deficient  serv¬ 
ice;  (3)  for  removal  of  operating  restrictions; 
(4)  for  first  nonstop  authority;  and  (5)  to 
provide  first  single-plane  service.  "Deficient 
service”  In  category  (2)  Is  not  ^jeclfically 
defined,  and  will  thus  require  a  yes-or-no' 
value  judgment  by  the  Board  as  to  each  ap¬ 
plication  sought  to  be  included  In  that 
category.  Otherwise  the  categories  are  de¬ 
fined  with  reasonable  preclsl<m,  although  the 
definition  of  a  "monoDOly  market”  in  foot¬ 
note  2  of  the  proposed  rule  Is  likely  to  re¬ 
sult  In  arguments  In  some  cases.  This  Is  not 
to  say,  however,  that  the  categories  are  al¬ 
together  logical  or  adequate  inclusive,  as 
wUl  be  discussed  hereinafter  (Infra,  pp.  23, 
29-31. 

’  Prospective  load  factors  are  also  a  fa^r 
when  the  inclusloii  of  a  "nonconforming 
market”  Is  sought. 

■  See  Infra,  pp.  12-27, 
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apart  from  those  imusual  ones  which 
will  be  given  special  treatment ‘—into 
two  grand  divisions:  the  elect  (which 
will  be  heard)  and  the  damned  (which 
will  be  dismissed) . 

Now.  the  most  astonishing  feature  of 
this  proposal,  to  us,  is  that  the  Board  has 
before  it  at  this  time  no  factual  basis 
whatever — ^no  compilation  of  current  ap¬ 
plications,  no  analysis  of  past  ones,  no 
study  of  the  work-hours  by  various 
Board  components  required  to  try  a  typ¬ 
ical  case  in  each  of  the  five  designated 
categories — which  could  logically  lead 
the  Board  to  believe,  with  even  the 
slightest  degree  of  confidence,  that  the 
proposed  standards  of  PSDR-45  will  at 
any  given  futime  time  produce  a  reason¬ 
ably  accurate  match-up  between  the 
number  of  applications  set  for  hearing 
and  the  Board’s  currently  available 
hearing  resources.  It  is  entirely  possible 
(although  not  in  our  judgment  likely) 
that  the  PSDRr-45  standards  will  con¬ 
sistently  be  met  by  many  more  applica¬ 
tions  than  can  in  fact  be  heard.  It  is 
equally  possible  (and  in  our  judgment 
much  more  likely)  that,  after  an  initial 
freshet  of  cases  stemming  from  the  long 
freeze  of  the  1969-1975  “route  moratori¬ 
um”,  only  a  pitifully  small  number  of 
route  applications — including  few  if  any 
applications  for  competitive  authority- 
will  qualify  under  the  harsh  standards 
of  SPDR-45.  The  likelihood  of  a  reason¬ 
ably  accurate  match-up  of  applications 
meeting  the  standards  and  the  Board’s 
currently  available  hearing  resources, 
however,  would  in  our  judgment  have  to 
be  assessed  as  somewhere  between  “poor” 
and  “very  poor”. 

’The  point  here  is  not  so  much  that  the 
proposed  standards  are  wrongly  set  and 
should  be  changed — although,  as  we 
shall  show,  they  certainly  .should.  Even 
were  the  numerical  standards  fixed  at 
levels  more  to  our  liking,  an  accurate 
match-up  of  applications  and  resources 
at  any  given  point  in  time  would  still  re¬ 
main  relatively  improbable.  The  essen¬ 
tial  fallacy  of  the  proposed  PSDR-45 
standards,  as  we  see  it,  is  their  use  of 
simple  go/no-go  criteria  which  label  an 
application  as  either  “qualifying”  or  “not 
qualifying”,  but  which  do  not  otherwise 
assign  it  a  rank  order  relative  to  other 
aiHilications.  Any  set  of  standards  truly 
designed  to  bsJance  applications  and  re¬ 
sources  through  the  use  of  “objective” 
numerical  criteria,  in  contrast,  will  in 
our  judgment  have  to  be  one  which  sys¬ 
tematically  assigns  definite  rank  orders 
to  all  applications  subject  to  the  stand¬ 
ards.  In  our  alternative  proposal,  we  will 
outline  one  way  in  which  such  a  set  of 
rank-order-assigning  standards  might 
be  devised. 

To  be  sure,  PSDR-45 ’s  Explanatory 
Statement  (but  not,  significantly,  the 
proposed  rule)  includes  in  very  tentative 
language  a  proposal  or  periodic  review 
of  pending  applications  in  order  to 


*See  Explanatory  Statement,  p.  2;  com¬ 
pare  Chicago  Midway  Low-Fare  Route  Pro¬ 
ceeding,  Order  76-12-149,  December  28,  1976. 


match  applications  with  resources,’®  and 
suggests  that  if  route  applications  meet¬ 
ing  the  proposed  standards  do  not  fully 
utilize  the  available  hearing  resources, 
those  additional  applications  “most 
nearly”  meeting  the  standards  will  then 
also  be  set  for  hearing.  But  this  sugges¬ 
tion  has  not  been  sufficiently  thought 
through,  in  our  judgment,  as  is  evident 
from  the  absence  of  any  discussion  of 
what  the  term  “most  nearly”  would  mean 
in  the  context  of  a  set  of  standards 
employing  a  number  of  different,  and 
incommensurable,  parameters.  One  has 
cnly  to  ask,  for  example,  which  one  or 
more  of  the  following  applications  for 
competitive  authority  would  be  consid¬ 
ered  as  “most  nearly”  meeting  the  stand¬ 
ards  of  PSDR-45,  in  the  event  additional 
hearing  resources  were  available: 

(a)  By  a  new  carrier,  in  a  market  of 
110,000  annual  passengers,  where  both 
carriers  would  earn  a  full  12  percent 
ROI. 

(b)  By  a  new  carrier,  in  a  market  of 
125,000  annual  passengers,  where  the 
new  carrier  would  earn  an  ROI  of  11 
percent  and  the  incumbent  carrier  one 
of  9  percent. 

(c)  By  a  new  carrier,  in  a  market  of 
115,000  annual  passengers,  where  the  ex¬ 
isting  service  was  less  than  ^ully  inade¬ 
quate  but  not  quite  bad  enough  to  be 
labeled  “deficient”,  and  where  the  pros¬ 
pective  ROI’s  were  as  in  (b)  above. 

(d)  By  a  new  carrier,  in  a  market  of 
75,000  annual  passengers  having  defi¬ 
cient  service. 

(e)  By  a  new  carrier,  in  a  market  of 
65,000  annual  passengers  having  much 
worse  service  in  relation  to  its  size  than 
the  market  in  (d)  above. 

(f) -(j)  By  a  restricted  carrier  with  an 
existing  5  percent  market  share,  in  each 
of  the  markets  described  in  (a) -(e) 
above. 

(k)-(o)  by  a  restricted  carrier  with  an 
existing  15  percent  market  share,  in  each 
of  the  markets  described  in  (a) -(e) 
above. 

The  foregoing  obviously  do  not  begin  to 
exhaust  the  possible  combinations  of  the 
different  factors  used  in  the  standards 
for  just  the  first  three  categories  of  ap- 
phcations  alone.  In  no  instance  will  the 
PSDR-45  proposal  assign  a  clear  order 
of  priorities  among  applications  such  as 
these  which  fall  short  of  its  standards  in 
one  respect  or  another.” 


The  manner  In  which  this  periodic-review 
proposal  has  been  Incorporated  in  F6DR-45 
seems  to  us  hasty,  tentative,  and  ill-thought- 
out.  Apart  from  the  basic  difficulty  discussed 
in  the  text,  infra,  we  believe  that  three 
months  is  much  too  short  a  period  to  allow 
an  adequate  overview  of  pending  applications 
and  available  resources;  six  months  would 
be  preferable,  in  our  judgment.  Also,  we  see 
no  justification  for  the  immediate  dismissal 
of  applications  almost  but  not  quite  meeting 
the  standards  which  are  not  set  for  hearing 
in  one  period,  since  sufficient  resources  might 
well  become  available  to  allow  the  hearing  of 
such  applications  in  the  next  or  a  subsequent 
period. 

n  Indeed,  it  will  never  do  so  except  in  the 
case  of  two  or  more  applications  which  are 
exactly  equal  with  respect  to  all  applicable 
factors  but  one — a  most  unlikely  situation. 


An  exactly  analogous  problem  will  be 
presented  whenever  more  application* 
meet  the  standards  than  can  be  currently 
heard,  so  that  some  qualifying  applica¬ 
tions  must  nevertheless  be  select^  for 
deferral  to  a  later  period.  Here  again,  the 
PSDR-45  proposal  fails  to  give  any  ef¬ 
fective  guidance  as  to  which  applications 
meeting  the  standards  should  be  de¬ 
ferred.  In  fact,  it  will  only  be  in  the  rare 
situation  where  the  number  of  applica¬ 
tions  meeting  the  standards  exactly 
matches  the  currently  available  hearing 
resources,  that  the  PSDR-45  plan  will 
work  as  it  is  supposed  to. 

The  easiest  way  to  establish  a  clear- 
cut  order  to  priorities  in  the  above-de¬ 
scribed  situations,  where  PSDR-45  fails 
to  do  so,  would  of  course  be  to  remit  the 
choice  of  nonqualifying  cases  to  be  heard 
or  of  qualifying  cases  to  be  deferred  to 
the  judgment  and  discretion  of  the 
Board,  to  be  exercised  under  the  general 
standards  of  Section  399.60.’*  But  the 
whole  thrust  of  the  PSDR-45  proposal,  as 
we  understand  it,  is  supposed  to  be  to  get 
away  from  this  traditional  method  of  se¬ 
lecting  applications  for  hearing.  If  the 
Board’s  judgment  and  discretion  are 
going  to  have  to  be  brought  in  again  via 
the  back  door  in  most  of  the  situations 
which  actually  arise,  there  would  appear 
to  be  little  merit  in  adopting  an  elaborate 
set  of  numerical  criteria  whose  ostensi¬ 
ble  purpose  is  to  eliminate  just  such 
judgment  and  discretion.  Such  a  set  of 
standards,  so  administered,  would  in  our 
judgment  have  a  serious  potential  for 
misleading  the  public  as  to  the  nature  of 
the  process  which  was  actually  taking 
place.  Unless  the  “most  nearly”  lan¬ 
guage  of  the  PSDR-45  proposal  is  greatly 
clarified,  it  will  be  validly  subject  to  this 
criticism. 

’The  one  viable  alternative,  as  we  see 
it,  is  a  set  of  hearing  priority  standards 
in  which  all  of  the  disparate  factors  en¬ 
tering  into  the  assignment  of  priorities 
are  reduced  to  a  single  common  denom¬ 
inator,  in  such  a  way  that  each  route 
application  can  then  be  assigned  a  defi¬ 
nite  rank  order  with  respect  to  all  other 
route  applications  coming  under  the  sys¬ 
tem.  Our  own  proposal,  set  forth  herein¬ 
after,  illustrates  how  this  could  be  done. 
We  are  well  aware,  of  course,  that  any 
such  system  for  reducing  diverse  factors 
such  as  traffic  volume,  market  share,  and 
service  deficiencies  to  a  single  common 
denominator  is  bound  to  involve  some 
r^ather  arbitrary  assignments  of  values. 
Our  proposal  is  undoubtedly  open  to 
this  criticism.  But  this  arbitrariness  is 
no  greater  than  that  which  is  always  and 
inescapably  inherent  in  any  process  of 
assigning  priorities  (or,  indeed,  deciding 
cases)  on  the  basis  of  multiole  factors, 
and  it  at  least  has  the  merits  of  being 
(a)  out  in  the  open  and  thus  subject  to 
reasoned  criticism,  and  (b)  equally  ap- 


Another  possible  alternative,  that  ol 
sweeping  the  problem  under  the  rug  by  In  ef¬ 
fect  delegating  the  ultimate  choice  of  appli¬ 
cations  to  be  heard  to  the  staff  or  the  Bureau 
of  Administrative  Law  Judges,  does  not  com¬ 
mend  Itself  to  us  as  a  responsible  way  for  the 
Board  to  exercise  one  of  Its  most  Important 
functions. 
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plicable  today  and  tomorrow,  to  appli¬ 
cants  and  communities  great  and  small 
alike.  In  fact;  to  reduce  all  the  disparate 
factors  considered  in  assigning  priorities 
to  a  single  common  denominator,  as  is 
done  in  our  proposal,  is  in  no  significant 
respect  any  more  arbitrary  than  to  adopt 
a  series  of  arbitrarily  chosen  numerical 
criteria  for  individual  factors,  as  is  done 
in  PSDR-45. 

If  the  Board  is  to  depart  from  its  tradi¬ 
tional  methods  of  selecting  route  appli¬ 
cations  for  hearing,  the  only  alternative 
method  we  would  presently  be  prepared 
to  support  would  be  one  which  assigns 
a  definite  rank  ordering  to  all  but  the 
most  exceptional  route  applications.'’ 
The  PSDR-45  prcHMjsal  quite  clearly  does 
not  meet  this  test.  In  saying  this,  we  are 
not  excluding  all  judgment  and  discre¬ 
tion,  all  flexibility  in  the  administration 
of  a  hearing  priorities  system.  It  should 
certainly  be  open  to  the  Board  to  take 
unusual  factors  into  consideration  in 
particular  cases,  provided  it  explains 
when  and  why  it  is  doing  so.  But  a  set 
of  priority  standards  which  falls  as  far 
short  of  matching  applications  with  re¬ 
sources  in  an  objective  manner  as  the 
PSDli-45  proposal  does — quite  apart 
from  its  other  deflciencies — does  not 
commend  itself  to  us  as  a  significant  im¬ 
provement  on  traditional  methods  of 
assigning  hearing  priorities. 

3.  The  specific  standards  proposed  in 
PSDR-4S  are  far  too  restrictive,  are  in¬ 
consistent  with  past  Board  priority  and 
decisional  standards,  and  are  internally 
inconsistent.  The  Explanatory  Statement 
asserts  (p.  3)  that  establishment  of  the 
proposed  priority  standards  represents  a 
commitment  to  the  fullest  possible  route¬ 
hearing  program.  We  seriously  question 
that  assertion.  It  is  possibly  true  that  set¬ 
ting  for  hearing  all  the  domestic  route 
applications  which  would  currently  meet 
the  proposed  standards  of  PSDR-45 
might,  for  the  moment,  fully  occupy  the 
Board's  formal  hearing  resources  avail¬ 
able  for  processing  route  cases.”  But  this 
in  our  view  is  primarily  a  consequence 
of  the  backlog  of  meritorious  applications 
accumulated  over  the  flve-and-a-half 


^In  saying  this,  we  do  not  mean  to  im> 
ply  either  that  we  are  wedded  to  the  par¬ 
ticular  counterproposal  set  forth  hereinafter 
or  a  variant  thereof,  or  that  we  wUl  not 
maintain  a  completly  open  mind  as  to  still 
other  proposals  which  may  be  forthcoming 
In  the  course  of  this  rulemaking  proceeding. 

H  We  agree  that  priority  standards  for  the 
traditional  types  of  domestic  route  cases 
must  take  Into  account  the  other  priority  de¬ 
mands  on  the  Board's  formal  hearing  re¬ 
sources,  including  the  demands  of  certain 
novel  types  of  new  route  cases,  not  encom¬ 
passed  within  the  proposed  standards  of 
PSDR-45,  which  the  Board  must  certainly 
set  for  hearing  if  It  Is  to  meet  Its  commit¬ 
ment  to  a  more  open  and  competition -ori¬ 
ented  regulatory  environment. 

While  the  Board’s  hearing  resources  avail¬ 
able  to  hear  new  route  cases  are  currently 
being  quite  fully  utilized  (subject  to  a  caveat 
about  the  efficiency  of  such  utilization,  which 
we  discuss  hereafter),  it  should  be  noted 
that  many  (if  not  most)  of  the  route  cases 
currently  in  process  would  not  qualify  for 
hearing,  in  whole  or  in  part,  under  the  pro¬ 
posed  standards  of  PSDR-45. 


years  of  the  “route  moratorium’*.  Once 
this  backlog  is  worked  off,  as  it  will  be  in 
a  comparatively  short  time,  it  appears 
probable  to  us  that  only  a  relatively  small 
number  of  route  applications  will  qualify 
for  hearing  under  these  excessively  re¬ 
strictive  proposed  standards. 

Competitive  nonstop  service.  The  situ¬ 
ation  with  regard  to  applications  for  flrst 
competitive  nonstop  authority  in  large 
monopoly  markets  is  illustrative.“  Some 
months  ago  we  were  furnished  a  list  of 
several  dozen  domestic  markets  currently 
generating  more  than  120,000  annual 
passengers,  in  which  only  one  carrier  now  • 
has  unrestricted  authority.  It  turned  out, 
however,  that  a  clear  majority  of  all  the 
markets  on  the  list  had  already  been  set 
for  hearing — a  number,  indeed,  had  been 
in  that  status  for  a  considerable  time, 
and  in  some  the  proceedings  were  even 
then  approaching  completion.  In  many 
of  the  remaining  markets,  it  appeared 
that  no  carrier  or  civic  petitions  for  ex¬ 
pedited  hearing  were  on  file,  suggesting 
a  relatively  high  degree  of  public  satis¬ 
faction  wito  the  existing  services  in  these 
markets,  together  with  an  absence  of  con¬ 
viction  on  the  part  of  potential  carrier 
applicants  that  the  markets  offer  signifi¬ 
cant  competitive  opportunities. 

Thus  only  a  relative  handful  of  mar¬ 
kets  now  generating  over  120,000  annual 
passengers  appeared  to  be  candidates  for 
a  future  route  hearing  program  imder 
Uie  trafi&c-volume  standard  of  PSDR-45, 
without  regard  to  the  equally  restrictive 
profitability  standard  (of,  which  more 
hereafter).  The  list  furnished  us  also 
showed  only  a  handful  of  markets  be¬ 
coming  eligible  under  this  traffic-volume 
standard  m  subsequent  years,  with  no 
guarantee  that  all  or  most  of  these  mar¬ 
kets  will  become  the  subject  of  petitions 
for  expedited  hearing.  Thus  the  proposed 
standard  of  120,000  annual  passengers 
for  hearing  competitive  nonstop  applica¬ 
tions  seems  almost  certain,  once  the 
backlog  from  the  route  moratorium  is 
worked  off,  to  result  in  such  applications 
forming  a  very  small  part  of  any  future 
route  hearing  program.’* 

Moreover,  we  cannot  reconcile  a 
standard  of  120,000  annual  passengers 
for  setting  a  monopoly  nonstop  market 
for  hearing  with  the  decisional  standards 
the  Board  has  heretofore  employed  in 
awardii.ig  new  competitive  authority  in 
such  markets.  Elozens  of  examples  can  be 
cited  of  markets  generating  between  50,- 
000  and  75,000  annual  passengers  (or 


We  have  questions  about  the  precise  def¬ 
inition  of- a  “monopoly”  market  In  the  pro¬ 
posed  rule — particularly  the  clause  which 
treats  a  market  as  already  enjoying  competi¬ 
tive  nonstop  service  where  only  one  carrier 
regularly  provides  nonstop  service  but  a  sec¬ 
ond  carrier  has  offered  such  service  for  as 
little  as  three  months  during  the  past  two 
years.  Absent  some  better  explanation,  this 
provlslon-appears  to  us  unduly  protective  of 
dormant  operating  rights. 

MOur  colleagues  make  the  point  that  the 
standards  proposed  In  PSDR-45  are  not  Im¬ 
mutable,  and  could  be  adjusted  at  a  later 
date.  In  our  judgment,  however.  It  would  be 
unwise  to  adopt,  even  temporarily,  standards 
which  it  does  not  appear  will  be  valid  over  a 
reasonably  extended  period. 


even  fewer)  in  which  the  Board  has 
found  competitive  service  warranted.” 
whereas  it  is  difficiilt  to  cite  any  case 
(outside  the  period  of  the  route  mora¬ 
torium)  in  which  the  Board  has  foimd 
that  competition  was  not  warranted  in  a 
market  of  100,000  or  more  annual  pas¬ 
sengers.  Yet  under  the  standards  of 
PSDR-45,  monopoly  nonstop  mariiets  of 
under  120,000  annual  passengers  could 
not  even  be  set  for  hearing,  absent  evi¬ 
dence  of  deficient  sendee  by  the  incum¬ 
bent,  while  similar  markets  of  under 
80,000  annual  passengers  could  not  be  set 
for  hearmg  regardless  of  the  deficiencies 
in  the  incumbent’s  service.’"  It  seems  to 
us  that  travelers  and  civic  parties  with 
an  interest  in  monopoly  markets,  which 
meet  the  Board’s  decisional  standards  of 
the  recent  past  for  the  award  of  competi¬ 
tive  authority,  will  have  a  legitimate 
claim  of  unfair  treatment  if  the  proposed 
standards  of  PSDR-45  are  now  applied 
to  deprive  them  of  any  possibility  of  a 
hearing  on  their  need  and  desire  for  the 
benefits  of  competitive  service. 

One  notable  prior  occasion  on  which 
the  Board  adopted  numerical  standards 
for  setting  markets  for  hearing  was  in 
the  Gulf  States-Midwest  Points  Service 
Investigation,’*  where  it  included  in  the 
case  the  issue  of  first  competitive  service 
in  markets  of  100  or  more  daily  passen¬ 
gers  (36,500  a  year),  and  first  nonstop 
service  in  markets  of  SO  or  more  daily 
passengers  (18,250  a  year).  We  acknowl¬ 
edge  that  these  rules  of  thumb  applied 
in  Gulf  States  were  never  adopted  as 
general  standards;  that  the  case  itself 
had  some  atypical  features;  ”  and  that 
the  increase  in  the  average  size  of  the 
aircraft  employed  in  domestic  service 
since  the  mid-1960’s  probably  compels  a 
significant  increase  in  the  trafBc  volume 
needed  to  sustain  competitive  (or  first 
nonstop)  service.*’  Nonetheless,  it  passes 


"  These,  moreover,  are  not  all  cases  from 
distant  past;  they  include  a  number  of  cases 
decided  during  the  past  two  years  by  the 
present  membership  of  the  Board.  See,  e.g., 
stop  Service  cmf  cmfwyp  clvb  vb  vb  vb  vb 
the  recent  cases  cited  in  our  dissent  in  Ad¬ 
ditional  Dallas/Pt.  Worth-Kansas  City  Non¬ 
stop  Service  Case,  Order  7S-4-177.  AprU  30. 
1976.) 

'■We  note  that  in  many  cases  involving 
markets  of  between  80,000  and  120,000  an¬ 
nual  passengers,  and  smaller  ones  as  well, 
the  Board  has  based  its  award  of  competitive 
authority  not  so  much  on  particular  service 
deflciencies  as  on  the  proposition — affirmed 
by  the  Board  in  numerous  decisions — that 
markets  large  enough  to  svistaln  competitive 
service  are  entitled  to  enjoy  its  beneflts. 

»52  C.A.B.  188  (1969);  see  particularly 
Order  E-24882.  March  22.  1967. 

’"Such  as  the  fact  that  applicants  were 
allowed  to  propose  service  to  intermediate 
points  of  their  own  selection  between  thA 
designated  terminal  points  put  in  issue;  but 
see  52  C.A.B.  at  221-2,  where  the  Board  nar¬ 
rowly  restricted  the  amount  of  intermediate- 
point  authority  it  granted  at  the  conclusion 
of  the  case. 

°  Query,  however,  whether  it  would  not 
make  better  sense  to  flx  traffic-voliime  stand¬ 
ards  in  terms  of  the  seating  canacltles  of  the 
currently  available  types  of  aircraft  suited 
to  the  particular  market  at  issue,  rather 
than  in  terms  of  aircraft  generally. 
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belief  that  changed  circumstances  could 
now  warrant  a  standard  of  hearing  for 
competitive  service  more  than  three 
times  as  high  as  in  1967,  or  one  for  first 
nonstop  service  more  than  twice  as  high. 

Moreover,  it  is  not  only  the  proposed 
standards  of  traffic  density  which  are  too 
restrictive  in  PSDR-45.  TTie  proposed 
standard  for  first  competitive  service  in 
large  monopoly  markets  would  also  re¬ 
quire  a  showing  that  both  the  applicant 
and  the  incumbent  carrier  could  achieve 
a  full  regulatory  return  on  investment, 
i.e.,  a  full  12  percent  ROI,  in  the  first 
normal  year  of  operations. 

This  proposed  criterion  departs  drasti¬ 
cally  frwn  iJast  Board  decisional  pat¬ 
terns,  and  again  seems  certain  to  result 
in  few  if  any  competitive  route  cases 
being  set  for  hearing.  The  first  normal 
year  of  operations  “  xmder  a  new  route 
award  is  typicaly  a  period  during  which 
the  new  carrier  is  vigorously  seeking  to 
establish  its  market  identity  in  the  minds 
of  the  traveling  public  by  intensive  ad¬ 
vertising,  special  discount  fares,  eye¬ 
catching  promotional  efforts  to  call  at¬ 
tention  to  new  services,  and  the  like, 
while  the  former  monopoly  carrier  typi¬ 
cally  reacts  with  its  own  promotional 
program  in  an  effort  to  keep  its  customers 
from  being  wooed  away  by  the  newcwner. 
Rarely  does  an  incumbent  carrier  admit 
that  it  will  reduce  schedules  when  a  new 
carrier  enters  the  market,  and  most  often 
existing  schedules  are  in  fact  maintained 
or,  sometimes,  even  increased.  In  time, 
of  course,  both  carriers  adjust  their 
schedules  to  what  the  market  (now  hope¬ 
fully  stimulated)  will  sustain,  but  ^is 
can  hardly  be  counted  upon  to  take 
place  soon  enough  to  make  the  “first 
normal  year”  of  operations  as  profitable 
for  both  carriers  as  the  PSDR-45  pro¬ 
posal  demands. 

In  the  past,  the  Board  has  not  gener¬ 
ally  demand^  that  a  trunkline  appli¬ 
cant  for  new  route  authority  show  a  full 
regulatory  return  on  investment  in  the 
first  year  or,  indeed,  subsequently;  the 
prcHnise  of  an  operating  profit  has  been 
considered  a  sufficient  indicium  of  eco¬ 
nomically  sound  prospective  operations. 
Even  in  the  case  of  subsidized  local  serv¬ 
ice  carrier  a]n>licants,  the  Board  has  not, 
except  during  the  period  of  the  route 
moratorium,  insisted  up(xi  an  immediate 
full  return  on  investment;  again,  a  sig¬ 
nificant  (grating  profit  in  the  first 
normal  year  has  been  considered  ade¬ 
quate,  if  backed  up  by  the  prospect  of  a 
full  return  within  a  reasonable  time 
thereafter.  Ctoly  two  months  ago"  the 
Board  anoimced  that  it  would  no  longer 
apply  the  more  restrictive  so-called 
TVin  Cities  criterion,"  adopted  as  a  tem- 


**The  first  normal  year  of  operations  has 
In  the  past  been  ordinarily  Interpreted  as 
comprising  the  period  of  four  calendar  quar¬ 
ters  ctMnenclng  approximately  six  moths  after 
the  Inauguratoln  of  service  by  a  new  carrier 
In  the  market  or  markets  In  question. 

8hreveport-Dallas/Ft.  Worth  Nonstop 
Proceeding,  Order  7S-11-1,  November  1,  1976. 

“  Twin  Cities-Des  Moines-St.  Louis  Sub¬ 
part  M  Proceeding,  Order  70-4-150,  April  29, 
1970,  p.  6.  Compare  Philadelphia-Rochester/ 
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porary  expedient  during  the  period  of  the 
route  moratorium,  which  required  the 
applicant  to  demonstrate  a  full  first-year 
return  on  investment  in  cases  where  no 
material  deficiency  in  the  incumbent’s 
services  were  shown.  The  PSDR-45  pro¬ 
posal  appears  to  be  squarely  in  conflict 
with  this  recent  action. 

Moreover,  we  are  not  aware  of  any  past 
Board  decision  holding  that  competitive 
authority  should  not  be  award^  in  a 
market  if  it  would  result  in  the  incum¬ 
bent  carrier  earning  less  than  a  full  12 
percent  return  during  the  first  year  of 
competitive  operations.  The  most  severe 
test  applied  has  ordinarily  been  whether 
competition  would  result  in  the  incum¬ 
bent’s  incurring  actual  operating  losses; 
more  frequently,  however,  the  test  has 
been  merely  whether  diversion  from  the 
incumbent  caused  by  new  competition 
would  be  so  massive  as  to  threaten  its 
ability  to  perform  its  certificated  obliga¬ 
tions — a  far  different,  and  far  less  re¬ 
strictive,  test  than  that  now  proposed. 

Thus,  considering  the  tests  the  Board 
has  heretofore  applied  in  actually  award¬ 
ing  competitive  route  authority — and 
considering  the  fact  that  only  a  minority 
of  carriers  have  actually  earned  a  full 
12  percent  return  on  investment  in  recent 
years  over  their  entire  systems,  much  less 
in  markets  where  competition  has  newly 
been  introduced — we  find  it  quite  incred¬ 
ible  that  our  colleagues  shoidd  now  pro¬ 
pose  to  refuse  even  to  set  competitive  ap¬ 
plications  for  hearing  unless  it  is  demon¬ 
strated  in  advance  that  both  applicant 
and  incumbent  will  earn  a  full  12  percent 
return  in  the  first  year.  Pew  if  any  of  the 
competitive  route  cases  heard  in  recent 
years,  or  of  those  now  in  process,  could 
qualify  under  this  criterion,  we  are  sure. 
Even  more  incredible,  however,  is  the  fact 
that  such  a  far-reaching  departure  from 
past  Board  decisional  criteria  should  be 
proposed  without  a  single  word  of  discus¬ 
sion  in  the  Explanatory  Statement." 

We  cannot  escape  the  conclusion  that 
the  inclusion  in  PSDR-45  of  this  harsh 
set  of  criteria  applicable  to  monopoly 
markets  will  have  the  effect  of  virtually 
eliminating  applications  by  new  carriers 
(as  opposed  to  restricted  incumbents)  for 
competitive  authority  in  monopoly  mar¬ 
kets  from  any  future  route  hearing  pro¬ 
gram,  except  in  markets  where  existing 
service  can  be  stigmatized  as  “deficient” 
(and  even  then  only  in  the  largest  such 
markets) .  We  think  no  convincing  case 
has  been  made  for  so  drastically  ciurtail- 


Syracuse  Case,  Order  76-1-119,  January  30, 
1976;  Boston- Atlanta  Nonstop  Service  Case, 
Order  76-122,  June  16,  1976.  We  are  aware, 
of  course,  that  all  of  the  foregoing  were  re¬ 
striction-removal  cases.  But  other  recent  de¬ 
cisions  show  the  same  substantive  criteria 
being  applied  to  new  route  awards.  See,  e.g.. 
Reopened  Service  to  Omaha  and  Des  Moines 
Case,  Order  75-0-19,  September  8,  1975. 

•®The  sole  reference  to  the  proposed  full- 
ROI  criterion  appears  in  footnote  1  on  p.  6 
of  the  Explanatory  Statement,  where  the 
criterion  is  referred  to  in  a  way  which  im¬ 
plies  that  it  covers  only  the  applicant's  ROI, 
not  the  incumbent’s.  No  effort  is  there  made 
to  relate  the  criterion  to  any  past  or  current 
Board  decisions. 
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ing  the  future  hearing  of  competitive 
route  cases.  * 

Restriction  removal.  PSDR-45  ac¬ 
knowledges  the  Board’s  historic  policy 
of  eliminating  operating  restrictions  in 
carriers’  certificates  which  are  no  longer 
required  to  serve  important  regulatory 
goals.  However,  the  majority’s  proposed 
priority  standard  for  restriction -removal 
cases  would  largely  negate  that  policy 
by  imposing  a  precondition  for  hearing 
that  the  applicant  for  restriction  re-* 
moval  must  already  carry  20  percent 
of  the  single-carrier  local  and  connecting 
traffic  in  the  market(s)  in  question.  The 
only  explanation  given  for  this  20-per¬ 
cent  criterion  is  that  it  is  taken  from 
Subpart  N,  the  spiecial  expedited  pro¬ 
cedure  the  Board  adopted  in  1969  to 
facilitate  removal  of  unneeded  trunk¬ 
line  operating  restrictions,  where,  it  is 
said,  the  criterion  "appears  to  have 
worked  out  reasonably  well.”  (Explana¬ 
tory  Statement,  p.  7) . 

The  plain  fact,  however,  is  that  only 
a  handful  of  Subpart  N  applications  have 
ever  been  filed — about  one-sixth  as  many 
as  those  under  Subpart  M,  applicable  to 
local  service  carrier  restrictions,  which 
does  not  have  a  20-percent  “incmnbency” 
criterion — and  that  even  fewer  have  been 
pr(x;essed  to  completion  under  that  pro¬ 
cedure."  Indeed,  the  difference  between 
Subparts  M  and  N  (apart  from  the  iden¬ 
tity  of  the  eligible  applicants)  resides 
almost  entirely  in  the  20-percent  cri¬ 
terion,  and  it  is  a  fair  assumption  that 
the  much  lesser  popularity  of  Subpart 
N  stems  directly  from  the  difficulty  in 
meeting  this  criterion.” 

On  the  other  hand,  while  we  have  not 
made  a  detailed  survey,  it  is  our  impres¬ 
sion  that  in  the  great  majority  of  cases 
where  the  Board  has  found  after  hear¬ 
ing  that  \the  pubic  convenience  and 
necessity  required  the  deletion  or  modi¬ 
fication  of  an  applicant  carrier’s  restric¬ 
tion,  the  applicant  did  not  go  into  the 
proceeding  already  carrying  20  percent  of 
the  traffic.  This  was  certainly  true  of  the 
Subpart  M  cases  which  were  processed 
to  completion  in  the  1968-69  period  of 
greatest  Subpart  M  activity,"  and  we 
beneve  it  also  to  be  true  of  rec^t  Sub¬ 
part  M  cases,  and  of  restriction-removal 


"Moreover,  a  significant  fraction  of  the 
Subpart  N  applications  actually  filed  and 
processed  have  Involved  markets  In  which 
no  other  carrier  already  held  unrestricted  au¬ 
thority,  and  there  the  applicant  currentty 
carried  the  great  bulk  of  the  traffic.  Several 
were  unopposed  and  were  finalized  without 
hearing.  (See  footnote  28,  infra.) 

”  There  Is  no  reason  to  believe  that  trunk¬ 
line  carriers  would  file  fewer  restriction-re¬ 
moval  applicatione  under  expedited  proced¬ 
ures  than  would  local  service  carriers,  given 
equivalent  criteria  for  hearing  such  applica¬ 
tions.  Certainly  trunkline  certificates  restrict 
operations  in  as  many  city -pair  markets  as  do 
local  service  certificates,  although  the  former 
tend  toward  long-haul,  closed-door,  and  seg¬ 
mentation  restrictions,  while  local  service  cer¬ 
tificates  tend  to  contain  more  Intermediate- 
stop  requirements. 

"See  our  discussion  of  the  history  and 
purposes  of  Subpart  M  In  our  dissenting 
statement  In  Southern  Airways  Mempbls- 
Nashvllle  Subpart  M  Application,  Order  76- 
3-104,  March  16,  1976. 
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cases  processed  under  normal  Subpart  A 
procedures  as  well.  Thus  it  seems  ines¬ 
capable  that  the  imposition  of  a  20-per¬ 
cent  “incumbency”  criterion  can  only 
serve  to  deny  a  hearing  to  numerous  re¬ 
striction-removal  applications  which 
would  be  set  for  hearing  under  existing 
standards and  which,  were  they  heard, 
would  undoubtedly  be  granted. 

Thus,  if  the  statement  that  the  20- 
percent  incumbency  criterion  under  Sub¬ 
part  N  has  “worked  well”  is  intended  to 
mean  that  this  criterion  has  operated 
effectively  to  keep  down  the  number  of 
Subpart  N  applications  filed  to  a  very 
small  number,*®  we  would  have  to  agree 
with  it  as  a  statement  of  fact,  but  would 
venemently  dispute  the  implied  proposi¬ 
tion  that  this  establishes  the  desirability 
of  such  a  criterion.  Although  we  agree 
that  the  market  share  already  achieved 
by  a  restricted  carrier  is  a  significant 
factor  worthy  to  be  taken  into  considera¬ 
tion  in  setting  route  hearing  priorities, 
we  consider  the  20-percent  incumbency 
criterion  proposed  by  the  majority  here 
to  be  far  and  away  too  restrictive,  to  the 
point  of  being  completely  arbitrary.  In 
our  own  proposal,  infra,  we  will  indicate 
the  manner  in  which  we  believe  this 
factor  should  be  taken  in  consideration.** 

First  nonstop  authority.  The  traflOc 
criterion  proposed  in  PSDR-45  for  set¬ 
ting  down  an  application  for  first  non¬ 
stop  authority  in  a  market — 40,000  an¬ 
nual  O&D  passengers  (excluding,  in  this 
instance,  all  interline  connecting  and 
other  (m-board  passengers) — strikes  us 
as  substantially  too  high,  although  per¬ 
haps  not  so  egreglously  so  as  the  120,000- 
passenger  criterion  for  first  competitive 
authority.  As  previously  noted  (supra  p. 
14),  this  40,000 -passenger  criterion  is 
mort  than  twice  that  employed  in  the 
Gulf  States  case  in  1967,  a  degree  of  in¬ 
crease  we  doubt  can  be  justified  by 
changed  circumstances  since  that  time. 


•The  majority’s  Explanatory  Statement 
(p.  7)  makes  the  point  that  the  20-percent 
criterion  is  not  being  mcorporated  into  the 
Subpart  M  rule  “because  it  has  been  the 
Board's  policy  to  facilitate  the  removal  of 
local  service  carrier  restrictions  in  order  to 
effect  subsidy  reduction  •  •  •••  This  state¬ 
ment  is  seriously  misleading,  because  under 
the  proposal  those  Subpart  M  applications 
which  do  not  meet  the  20-percent  Incum¬ 
bency  criterion  will  be  subject  to  the  other 
highly  restrictive  standards  of  PSDB-45— 
most  commonly,  to  the  almost  Impossibly  re¬ 
strictive  120,000-passenger-per-year  traffic 
standard  for  competitive  nonstop  markets — 
and  accordingly  very  few  such  cases  will  be 
heard. 

•It  should  be  noted  that,  even  where  a 
Subpart  N  applicant  has  been  able  to  meet 
the  20-percent  criterion,  and  even  show  that 
It  was  the  dominant  carrier  In  a  majority 
of  the  markets  Involved,  other  reasons  have 
sometimes  been  found  to  deny  It  a  Subpart 
N  hearing  on  Its  appUcatlon.  See,  e.g..  Con¬ 
tinental  Airlines  Subpart  N  Application, 
Order  78-3-71,  March  11,  1976. 

”We  would  also  take  separate  action  to 
eliminate  or  modify  the  20-percent  criterion 
where  It  already  exists  in  Subpart  N,  on  the 
basis  of  the  experience  to  date  showing  that 
this  criterion  has  prevented  Subpart  N  from 
achieving  its  Intended  pmposes. 


although  some  increase  might  well  be 
justified. 

Apart  from  the  excessively  high  level 
of  the  proposed  traffic  criterion  for  first 
nonstop  applications — and  apart  from 
the  difficulties  we  have  with  the  use  of 
O&D  passengers  as  the  sole  measure  of 
traffic  in  this  situation  (a  matter  to 
which  we  will  return  hereafter) — we 
would  point  out  a  serious  anomaly  in  the 
proposed  standard  as  now  drafted.  If  no 
carrier  presently  holds  nonstop  authority 
in  a  market  of  40,000  annual  O&D  pas¬ 
sengers,  the  propose  standard  would  set 
a  nonst(H>  application  for  hearing  if  the 
applicant  could  show  an  operating  prof¬ 
it  in  the  first  normal  year  of  operations.** 
However,  if  another  carrier  holds  non¬ 
stop  authority  but  is  in  fact  providing 
only  single-plane  but  nonstop  service,  an 
implication  to  provide  such  service  would 
not  be  set  for  hearing  under  this  stand¬ 
ard  as  drafted  in  the  proposed  rule,  since 
it  would  not  be  an  application  for  “first 
nonstop  authority”.  Instead,  traffic  of 
80,000  annual  passengers  would  be  re¬ 
quired  if  the  existing  service  in  the  mar¬ 
ket  were  judged  deficient,  or  120,000  an¬ 
nual  passengers  (plus  full  12  percent 
ROI’s  for  both  carriers)  if  it  were  not,** 
This  “first  nonst(H>*’  standard  thus  will 
have  the  effect,  no  doubt  inadvertent, 
of  biasing  the  system  quite  unjustifiably 
in  favor  of  protecting  the  mmiopoly  priv¬ 
ileges  of  a  holder  of  unused  nonstop  au¬ 
thority,  contrary  to  all  Board  precedent. 
No  explanation  is  offered  for  this  strange 
anomaly,  which  is  consistent  not  only 
with  past  Board  priority  and  decisional 
standards  but  with  other  provisions  of 
the  PSDR-45  proposal  itself**  (and  in¬ 
deed  with  the  text  of  the  Explanatory 
Statement  (p.  6). 


•Compare  the  proposed  standard  for  first 
competitive  service,  discussed  supra  pp.  14- 
16.  Our  difficulty  with  the  employment  of  any 
kind  of  profit  forecasts  in  setting  hearing 
prltnrlties  will  be  discussed  hereafter. 

•  The  120,000-passenger  standard,  more¬ 
over,  would  be  applicable  only  If  the  market 
could  qualify  as  a  “monopoly”  market  under 
footnote  2  to  the  proposed  Policy  Statement 
(see  next  footnote,  infra).  Query,  whether  a 
market  In  which  two  carriers  hold  unre¬ 
stricted  authority  but  neither  operate  non¬ 
stop  service  would  qualify  as  a  “monopoly” 
market  under  the  language  of  the  cited  defi¬ 
nition.  - 

•  The  proposed  standard  for  “large  monop¬ 
oly”  markets  (proposed  Policy  Statement, 
footnote  2)  defines  such  a  market  as  one 
where  only  a  single  carrier  holds  unrestricted 
authority,  or  as  one  in  which  only  a  single 
carrier  currently  provides  nonstop  service, 
even  though  another  carrier  or  carriers  may 
also  hold  unrestricted  authority  but  have  not 
provided  nonstop  service  for  at  least  three 
months  continuously  out  of  the  past  two 
years.  This  standard  recognized,  albeit  in  an 
awkwardly  worded  manner,  that  new  nonstop 
service  in  a  market  with  only  one  present 
nonstop  operator  should  be  treated  as  first 
competitive  nonstop  service,  notwithstanding 
other  outstanding  but  dormant  authoriza¬ 
tions.  But  the  subsequent  standard  fails  to 
recognize  that  where  no  nonstop  service  is 
now  being  provided,  new  nonstop  service 
should  qualify  as  first  nonstop  service,  re¬ 
gardless  of  dormant  nonstop  authorizations. 


First  single-plane  service.  The  Board 
once  held  that  markets  generating  ten 
or  more  O&O  passengers  a  day  ought  to 
receive  single-plane  service.*  No  doubt 
the  larger  aircraft  now  in  use  have  ren¬ 
dered  that  standard  obsolete,  but  we 
nevertheless  cannot  believe  that  40,000 
annual  passengers  (110  a  day)  is  an  ap¬ 
propriate  threshhold  standard  today 
even  where  all  on-board  (and  not  just 
O&D)  passengers  are  included  in  the 
tally.  In  our  judgment  PSDR-45’s  crite¬ 
rion  for  setting  down  first  single-plane 
applications  is  Ido  high  by  a  factor  of  at 
least  two  pr  three. 

4.  The  factors  employed  in  the  pro¬ 
posed  standards  are  not  consistent  and 
in  some  cases  not  appropriate,  while 
other  appropriate  factors  have  been 
ignored. 

Traffic  volume.  PSDR-45’s  proposed 
standards  in  four  of  the  five  categories 
employ  a  factor  of  traffic  volume.  For 
applications  to  serve  large  monopoly 
markets  and  those  with  deficient  serWce, 
the  traffic  factor  considered  is  O&D  plus 
interline  connecting  passengers;  for  ap¬ 
plications  for  first  nonstop  authority  in 
markets  receiving  single-plane  service,  if 
is  O&D  passengers  only,  for  applications 
to  provide  first  single-plane  service,  it  is 
total  on-board  traffic  flow.  Finally,  for 
applications  to  remove  operating  re¬ 
strictions,  no  factor  of  traffic  volume  is 
considered. 

This  inconsistency  in  the  treatment  of 
traffic  volume  as  a  factor  in  the  priority 
standards  is  nowhere  explained,  and  ap¬ 
pears  to  us  to  reflect  considerable  con¬ 
fusion  on  the  part  of  the  proposal  as  to 
why  traffic  volume  is  a  sig^cant  factor 
ifi  the  priorities  equation.  It  seems  to  us 
there  are  two  main  reasons  wiiy  traffic 
volume  is  significant:  first,  because  it 
provides  a  rough  measure  of  the  number 
of  travelers  who  would  benefit  from  new 
service  in  a  market,  and  second,  because 
it  also  provides  a  rough  measmre  of  the 
likelihood  of  achieving  adequate  load 
factors  and,  therefore,  profitable  opera¬ 
tions.  As  to  the  former  reason,  the  Board 
has  traditionally  considered  O&D  plus 
interline  connecting  passengers  to  be  the 
best  (though  not  the  only)  rough  meas¬ 
ure  of  the  number  of  travelers  who  could 
benefit.*  No  reason  has  been  suggested 
why  interline  connecting  passengers 
would  not  benefit  from  the  provision  (ff 
first  nonstop  service,  and  their  excluisdon 


•  Washington-Baltimore  Adequacy  of  Serv¬ 
ice  investigation,  30  C.A.B.  1215,  1225  et  seq.; 
32  C.A.B.  239,  240  et  seq.  (1960). 

•  The  Board  has  also  tradltionalljr  given 
weight  to  the  number  of  passengers  In  be- 
yond-segment  markets  who  would  receive  Im¬ 
proved  service  (e.g.,  first  single-plane,  first 
single-carrier)  through  grant  of  a  particular 
carrier’s  application  to  serve  the  principal 
market  at  issue.  Many,  though  by  no  means 
all,  of  these  benefited  beyond-segment  pas¬ 
sengers  are  tirplcally  drawn  from  the  ranks 
of  those  who  previously  were  talUed  as  Inter¬ 
line  connecting  passengers  In  the  principal 
market.  (All  base-year  traffic  figures,  of 
course,  are  subject  to  the  application  of  iq>- 
proprlate  growth  and  stimulation  facUws, 
but  for  presept  purposes  these  may  be  Ig¬ 
nored;  see  dis<kission  Infra.) 


I 
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from  PSDR-45’8  first-nonstop  criterion 
seems  to  us  wholly  unjiistified. 

As  to  the  latter  reason  for  taking  traf¬ 
fic  volume  into  account — its  relationship 
to  the  prospect  of  achieving  profitable 
load  factor — the  significant  factor  here 
is  total  on-board  traffic,  not  Just  O&D 
or  O&D  plus  interline  ccxmectlng  passen¬ 
gers.  The  majority’s  effort*  to  explain 
its  numerical  traffic  criteria  in  terms  of 
round-trips  per  day  on  100 -passenger 
aircraft  would  make  better  sense  if  the 
traffic  criteria  were  specified  in  terms  of 
total  on-board  traffic.  Given  the  fact  that 
total  cm-board  traffic  is  a  more  volatile 
and  less  accurately  measurable  quantity 
than  O&D  plus  Interline  connecting  traf¬ 
fic,"  but  for  some  purposes  is  a  more  sig¬ 
nificant  factor,  we  think  that  both  of 
these  measures  of  traffic  volume  should 
be  taken  into  accoimt  In  all  categories 
of  cases.  Our  proposal  does  this. 

We  do  not,  however,  think  that  tor 
the  purpose  cff  assigning  hearing  prior¬ 
ities  It  Is  necessary  or  desirable  to  take 
separate  accoimt  of  such  further  traffic- 
related  parameters  as  prospective  growth 
and  stimulation,  prospective  beymid- 
segment  traffic  benefits  of  various  kinds, 
and  the  like.  It  is  neither  possible  nor 
desirable  to  try  to  base  hearing  priorities 
on  an  assessment  of  all  the  multiple  and 
diverse  factors  which  are  appropriately 
considered  In  deciding  cases  after  a  fufi 
hearing.  What  are  needed  are  a  few, 
readily  ascertainable  parameters  which 
will  give  a  reasonably  good  rough  meas¬ 
ure  of  the  potential  public  benefits  and 
prospective  success  of  the  new  service 
proposed  by  an  applicant.  For  this  pur¬ 
pose  we  think  the  dual  traffic  measmes 
we  favor — O&D  plus  Interline  connect¬ 
ing.  and  total  on-board  traffic — are  en¬ 
tirely  adequate. 

We  see  no  Justification  for  ignoring 
traffic  volume  altogether  when  assigning 
priorities  to  restriction-removal  appli¬ 
cations.  as  PSDR-45  does.  It  scans  obvi¬ 
ous  to  us  that  a  rational  system  would 
give  precedence  to  a  restriction-removal 
iq>pllcatlon  by  a  carrier  with  a  19  pier- 
cent  market  share  In  a  market  of  75,000 
annual  passengers,  over  one  by  a  carrier 
with  a  21  percent  market  share  In  a 
market  of  10,000  annual  passengers.  Tet 
PSDRr-45  would  set  the  latto*  applica¬ 
tion  for  hearing,  and  dismiss  the  former. 

Market  share.  As  Indicated  earlier,  we 
agree  that  a  restricted  carrier’s  existing 
market  share  is  a  valid  factor  to  be 
taken  Into  consideration  in  setting  prl- 


Explanatory  Statement,  p.  6,  footnote  1. 
Query,  however,  whether  the  criteria  ought 
not  to  take  account  of  the  actual  size  of  the 
aircraft  most  suitable  for  use  In  the  particu¬ 
lar  market  of  markets  Involved. 

"An  Incumbent  carri«’’s  total  on-board 
traffic  diirlng  any  given  base  year  can  be  ac¬ 
curately  ascertained!  hut  its  future  on-hoard 
traffic  may  vary  considerably  as  a  reerult  of 
changes  In  Its  scheduling  practices.  An  ap¬ 
plicant  carrier’s  prospective  on-board  traffic 
Is  necessarily  somewhat  speculative;  here 
again,  what  points  It  chooses  to  serve  beyond 
the  market  at  Issue  will  have  an  Important 
Influence.  Future  route  awards  In  other  mar¬ 
kets  may  also  siphon  oB  some  of  each  car¬ 
rier's  beyond-segment  on-board  traffic. 


orities."  Our  disagreement  with  the  ma¬ 
jority  is  that  we  would  treat  market 
share  as  a  significant  factor  In  all  cate¬ 
gories;  would  not  treat  It  as  the  sole 
significant  factor  In  any  category;  and 
would  take  it  Into  account  cm  a  sliding 
scale,  i.e..  In  proportion  to  Its  percentage 
magnitude,  rather  than  as  a  rigid  (and 
excessively  high)  percentage  threshhold, 
as  PSDRr-45  does.  Ihe  majmity’s  pro¬ 
posal  treats  the  dlfferoice  between  a 
market  share  of  5  percent  and  (me  of 
19  percent,  or  between  one  of  21  per¬ 
cent  and  one  of  50  percent,  as  being  In¬ 
significant  in  assigning  priorities,  yet 
treats  the  difference  between  a  19  per¬ 
cent  and  a  21  percent  market  share  as 
totally  decisive.  We  find  this  Irrational 
and  una<x:eptable." 

Deficient  service.  In  our  view  deficien¬ 
cies  in  the  existing  service  In  a  market 
should  be  a  factor  to  be  taken  Into  ac¬ 
count  In  all  cases,  rather  than  a  sepa¬ 
rate  category.  The  ultimate  goal  should 
be  the  development  of  a  numerical  Index 
of  service  deficiencies  or,  conversely,  of 
service  quality,  starting  with  the  Board’s 
long-standing  Quality  of  Service  Index, 
but  also  taking  Into  account  such  addi¬ 
tional  factors  as  coverage  of  the  major 
time  periods  of  the  day,  excessive  1(^ 
factors  (overall  or  on  particular  fiights) , 
percentage  of  travelers  using  connecting 
service  or  other  services  of  less  than  the 
highest  (luallty  (e.g.,  one-stop  or  multi- 
stop  service) ,  and  so  forth.  ’There  is  no 
reason  to  believe  that  such  an  expanded 
index  could  not  be  devised,  which  would 
allow  an  objective  comparison  between 
the  (luallty  of  service  offered  In  a  partic¬ 
ular  market  and  that  offered  In  other 
markets  of  similar  size  and  other  rele¬ 
vant  characteristics. 

Pending  development  of  such  an  oh- 
Jective  Index,  however,  we  would  on  a 
Judgment  basis  rate  the  ade<iuacy  of 
service  in  the  market  or  markets  Includ¬ 
ed  in  an  application  (m  a  scale  of.  say, 
from  one  to  toi,  ratho*  than  simply 
characterizing  the  service  as  "adequate" 
or  "deficient,"  as  PSDR^-45  does.  Ihls 
servlet  adequacy  rating  would  then  be 
taken  Into  account  along  with  other  rel¬ 
evant  factors  In  assigning  an  overall  pri¬ 
ority  rating  to  the  appIlcati(Hi. 

Profitability.  We  have  already  dis¬ 
cussed  our  strong  disagreement  with  the 
majority’s  proposal  to  require  a  showing 
of  a  full  12  percent  return  on  Invest- 


*•  Query,  however,  whether  a  carrier's  hls- 
t<Nic  share  of  single-carrier  local  plus  Inter¬ 
line  connecting  passengers  (ObD  Survey. 
Table  10)  is  the  only  valid  measure  of  this 
tactor.  It  may  be  that  total  O&D  plus  Inter¬ 
line  connecting  RP&Ts  would  be  a  better,  or 
at  least  an  additional,  measure  of  market 
share.  Query,  also,  whether  account  should 
be  taken  of  a  carrier’s  RPM  market  share.  If 
slgnlcant,  even  where  It  has  no  single-car¬ 
rier  authority  or  significant  slngle-carriw 
market  share.  We  would  welcome  public 
comment  on  these  questions. 

"  The  same  criticism,  of  course,  iq>pllee  to 
PSDR-46’s  treatment  of  other  relevant  fac¬ 
tors,  eg;.,  traffic  volume.  In  our  proposal  we 
have  attempted  to  take  an  factors  Into  ac¬ 
count  on  a  sUding-scale  rather  than  a  sim¬ 
ple  yes-no  basis. 


ment  in  the  first  normal  year  of  opera¬ 
tions  as  a  prerequisite  to  setting  down 
an  aiHiUcatlon  to  provide  competitive 
service  in  a  large  monopioly  market — a 
barrier  which  will  ifaake  it  almost  Im¬ 
possible  for  such  applications  to  gain  a 
hearing.  In  the  other  four  categories, 
PSDRr-45  calls  for  a  showing  of  an  oper¬ 
ating  profit  In  the  first  normal  year, 
which  is  certainly  a  much  more  conven¬ 
tional  test.  Nevertheless,  where  existing 
service  is  deficient  or  other  significant 
public  benefits  are  in  prospect,  we  see  no 
Justification  for  making  a  first-year  op¬ 
erating  profit  an  absolute  prerequisite. 

The  Board  has  in  the  past  made  nu¬ 
merous  route  awards  where  not  even  an 
operating  profit  was  in  prospect  in  th« 
first  year;  In  the  great  majority  of  such 
ceases,  the  award  later  became  fully 
profitaUe  after  a  reasonable  period  of 
development.  Particularly  where  the  ap¬ 
plicant  is  a  strong  and  health  carrier, 
earning  profits  on  its  established  routes. 
It  seems  to  us  wholly  inconsistent  with 
the  spirit  of  free  enterprise  and  a  mar¬ 
ket-oriented  regulatory  system  to  erect 
an  absolute  barrier  against  allowing  an 
applicant  to  take  a  risk  with  its  own 
capital  and  to  Invest  in  the  development 
of  new  route  authority  which  will  be  of 
benefit  to  the  traveling  public.  Particu¬ 
larly  Is  this  true  where  the  long-run 
prospects  are  bright,  and  also  where  the 
risks  can  be  minimized  by  granting  au¬ 
thority  hi  permissive  form. 

However,  our  criticism  of  the  use  of 
first-year  profitability  as  a  factor  in  fix¬ 
ing  hearing  priorities  goes  deeper  than 
this.  In  our  Judgment,  the  profitability 
factor  should  be  eliminated  from  the 
priorities  equation  altogether,  as  being 
unreliable,  unnecessary,  and  wastefully 
burdensome  to  calculate.  We  would  in¬ 
stead  rely  on  the  traffic-volume  factor 
as  an  adequate  rough  guide  to  potential 
long-term  profitability. 

The  trouble  with  using  profitability  as 
a  factor  in  setting  priorities  is  that  it 
requires  one  of  the  major  and  most  com¬ 
plex  ultimate  Issues  in  the  case  to  be 
tried  out  In  advance,  before  the  case  is 
ever  assigned  for  hearing.  ’There  is  noth¬ 
ing  simple  and  objective  about  a  profit 
forecast;  every  such  forecast  embodies 
dozens  or  even  hundreds  oi  Judgments, 
most  of  them  ccmtroversial  and  subject 
to  dispute.  A  large  part  of  the  typical 
route  case  is  spent  by  the  parties  in  sup¬ 
porting  their  own  and  attacking  the 
other  parties’  profit  forecasts,  no  two  of 
which,  it  would  seem,  ever  agree.  In 
hardly  any  area  is  cross-examination  so 
valuable  and.  Indeed,  so  necessary. 

When  profit  forecasts  are  used  as  a 
priorities  factor,  however,  the  whole 
process  is  perverted,  and  the  result  in¬ 
spires  little  confidence.  If  the  rules  re¬ 
quire  a  forecast  showing  a  first-year  (^ 
erating  profit,  the  applicant  will  submit 
such  a  fore<;ast,  come  what  may.  Equally 
predictably,  the  Incumbent  carrier  wfll 
submit  a  forecast  prophesying  financial 
disaster  for  Itself,  the  applicant,  or  bo4h. 
Neither  can  cross-examine  the  others 
exhibits  at  this  stage.  Instead,  the 
Board’s  staff  analyses  the  cemfUeting 
forecasts  and  comes  tv  with  one  of  tts 
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own — a  forecast  which  only  the  Board 
sees,  and  which  the  parties  acconUnfirly 
cannot  cross-examine  or  rebut. 

It  has  been  our  observation  over  tbe 
years  that  the  staff’s  profit  forecasts  at 
the  hearing-priority  stage  (or  those  of 
the  parties,  for  that  matter)  bear  little 
resemblance  to  those  later  developed  at 
the  hearing,  stage,  on  the  basis  of  fuller 
evidentiary  submissions — much  less 
those  ultimately  adopted  by  the  admin¬ 
istrative  law  judge  and  the  Board.  The 
cost  of  these  not  very  reliable  advance 
profit  forecasts  Is  a  major  Investment  erf 
staff  time,  by  staff  members  who  could 
otherwise  be  employed  In  trying  cases. 
In  other  words,  the  use  of  profit  fore¬ 
casts  in  assigning  hearing  priorities  cem- 
sumes  an  appreciable  portion — ^we  do  not 
know  how  much — of  the  very  hearing 
resources  the  priorities  process  Is  sup¬ 
posedly  Intended  to  conserve  It  Is  also 
our  Impression  that  very  little  of  the  work 
that  goes  Into  making  profit  forecast  at 
the  hearing-priorities  stage  Is  useful 
later  on  In  the  event  the  application  is 
set  for  hearing;  virtually  all  the  w(»k 
ordinarily  has  to  be  redone  on  the  basis 
of  later-submitted  evidentiary  data. 

The  use  of  profit  forecasts  In  fixing 
hearing  priorities  is  not  only  unrellaUe 
and  wasteful  <rf  the  Board’s  resources, 
it  is  also  unnecessary.  By  and  large,  tbe 
potential  profitalrfUty  of  any  kind  of  pro¬ 
posed  new  service — first,  single-plane, 
first  nonstop,  or  competitive — will  depend 
primarily  on  the  volume  of  tra£Bc  g^- 
erated  by  the  principal  market  at  issue, 
and  by  other  related  markets  (Intermedi¬ 
ate  or  beyond-segment)  whose  trafite 
can  be  carried  on  flights  serving  tbe 
principal  market.  Particular  service  pro¬ 
posals  (which  are  the  basis  for  detailed 
profit  forecasts)  are  simply  experimen¬ 
tal  hypotheses  as  to  how  the  tra£Qc  po¬ 
tential  of  tbe  market  may  best  be  tapped; 
If  a  particular  service  pattern  Is  trle^  and 
falls,  others  will  be  tried  until  success  Is 
achieved  or  the  attempt  is  abandoned. 
Apypllcants  are  In  no  way  boimd  to  their 
original  service  proposals,  nor  are  In¬ 
cumbents.  Amid  all  these  hypotheses, 
judgments,  and  contentious  forecasts, 
the  one  r^tlvely  solid  factor  Is  the  his¬ 
toric  traffic  data.  Since  experience  has 
taught  us  that  It  Is  basically  traffic  and 
not  otber  factors  which  spells  profitable 
or  improfitable  op>eratlons.  It  makes  sense 
to  r^  on  historic  traffic  alone  as  the 
most  rdllable  rough  measure  of  long-nm 
pr(ffit  potential,  at  least  at  the  very  pre¬ 
liminary  stage  of  assigning  cases  for 
hearing. 

Length  of  time  the  application  has 
been  pending.  Existing  Section  399.60  In¬ 
cludes  among  ttie  factors  to  be  consid¬ 
ered  in  assigning  hearing  priorities  “the 
time  for  which  the  matter  has  already 
been  pending  •  •  •**  psDR-45  falls  to 
give  any  recognition  to  this  factor.  We 
think  it  deserves  recognition — ^not  per¬ 
haps  as  a  major  factor,  but  as  which  win 
allow  the  Board  to  give  priority  to  the 
older  of  two  applications  which  other¬ 
wise  are  zelatlv^  equal  In  their  merits. 
Our  counter-pn^sosal,  discussed  Infra, 
gives  a  modest  amovmt  of  weight  to  this 
factor. 

Period  elapsed  since  Board  last  con¬ 
sidered  service  needs.  Another  factor 


cited  In  existing  $  399.60,  to  which 
PSDR-45  gives  no  weight,  is  “the  period 
that  has  elapsed  since  the  Bocu*d  con¬ 
sidered  the  service  needs  of  the  places 
or  areas  Involved.  Here  again,  our 
counter  proposal  takes  this  factor  into 
account." 

AvailabUitp  of  expedited  procedures. 
Two  other  factors  from  existing  $  399.60 
which  PSDR-45  improvldently  Ignores 
are  “the  times  •  •  •  which  would  be 
required  to  dispose  of  It  [the  pending 
matter  1,”  and  “the  relative  availability 
(rf  necessary  staff  '  members  ...  to 
handle  the  processing  of  the  case.’*  What 
these  considerations  suggest  to  us  Is  that, 
where  one  application  can  be  more  ex¬ 
peditiously  disposed  of  than  another, 
with  the  expenditure  of  less  of  the 
Board’s  scarce  hearing  resources,  then 
It  makes  sense  to  accord  priority  to  the 
former.  CTertalnly  this  must  be  true 
where  there  Is  no  great  difference  In  the 
pulrflc  benefits  which  would  stem  from 
the  two  appllcsttions. 

As  we  pointed  out  In  a  dls^ntlng  state¬ 
ment  last  year,"  the  Board  In  1968  and 
1969  adopted  Subparts  M  and  N  with  the 
intention  of  estalrflshlng  a  s^>arate  hear¬ 
ing  track  for  relatively  simple  applica¬ 
tions  to  remove  cq^eratlng  restrictions  on 
local  service  and  trunkline  carriers,  re¬ 
spectively.  The  plan  was  that  these  i4>- 
plications  would  be  giv^  a  preliminary 
(mce-over-llghtly,  to  make  sure  they 
were  not  too  complex  or  controversial  to 
be  processed  imder  the  highly  simplified 
and  expedited  pr(x:edures  propos^,  af¬ 
ter  which  they  would  be  promptly  set  for 
hearing  and  heard  (m  a  separate  track 
without  having  to  compete  for  priority 
with  the  larger  and  slower  Subpart  A 
route  cases.  As  we  showed  in  our  dissent, 
this  policy  was  followed  for  about  two 
years — ^until  the  “route  moratorium” — 
with  great  success.  Many  Subpart  M 
cases.  In  particular,  were  heard  and  de¬ 
cided  In  short  order,  to  the  considerable 
strengthening  (rf  the  local  service  car¬ 
riers,  while  the  Board  was  simultane¬ 
ously  carrying  on  a  very  active  Subpsut 
A  route  program,  which  was  not  percep¬ 
tibly  Impeded  by  the  limited  asslgiunent 
of  resources  to  the  Sub[>art  M  program. 

We  have  previously  reccK’ded  our  con¬ 
viction  that  the  Board  should  revert  to 
the  original  concept  of  Subparts  M  and 
N,  and  should  after  preliminary  scrutiny 
accord  applications  imder  these  proce¬ 
dures  an  automatic  priority  of  hearing. 
Under  this  plan.  Subpart  M  and  N  appli¬ 
cations  would  be  excluded  frenn  the  scope 
of  the  hearing  priority  standards  being 
proposed  for  route  matters  generally. 
But  even  If  this  plan  is  not  adopted — 
and  our  colleagues  are  adamant  In  re¬ 
jecting  It — ^we  (^an  see  no  possible  justifi¬ 
cation  for  PSDR-45’s  failure  to  give  any 


Is  not  always  easy  to  define  precisely 
wlien  the  Board  last  “considered  tbe  service 
needs  of  the  placea  or  aieae  Involved”  in  an 
i4>pllcatlon.  Rather  than  attempt  to  develop 
a  strictly  objective  nunmlcal  Index,  we  have 
treated  this  factor  tn  the  same  manner  as 
service  deficiencies. 

*■  Souther*  Ainoityt  MlempMs-N<uhrHUe 
Subpart  M  Application,  Order  76-S-104, 
March  16,  1976  (dissent  of  Members  Mlnettl 
end  West) . 


recognition  whatever  to  the  markedly 
smaller  demands  made  on  the  Board’s 
hearing  resources  by  the  typical  Subpart 
M  or  N  case.  Our  colleagues  recognize 
that  applications  which  can  be  processed 
by  nonhearing  prixiedures  can  be  takra. 
out  of  the  priorities  structure  and  dealt 
with  immediately.  Why  are  they  so  re¬ 
luctant  to  accord  similar  treatment  to 
applications  which  require  a  hearing  but 
only  a  brief  and  simple  one?  At  very 
least,  even  If  Subpart  M  and  N  cases  are 
not  given  a  separate  hearing  track  of 
their  own,  the  priorities  calculation 
should  give  a  significant  degree  of  weight 
to  their  lesser  demand  on  the  Board’s 
resources.  Our  counterproposal  incorpo¬ 
rates  a  factor  designed  to  do  this. 

5,  The  majority’s  preference  for  nar¬ 
rowly  scoped  cases  is  wasteful  of  the 
Board’s  resources.  In  PSDRr-45,  as  In  a 
number  of  recent  orders  of  investigation, 
the  majority  have  expressed  a  strong 
preference  for  “narrowly  scoped”  cases — 
those  limited  to  a  single  city-pair  mar¬ 
ket,  or,  at  most,  a  very  small  number  of 
such  markets."  Fortunately  this  prefer¬ 
ence  has  not  always  prevailed  over  other 
factors,  and  some  cases  of  reasonably 
broad  scope  have  been  set  for  hearing 
during  the  past  two  years.**  The  priority 
standards  of  PSDRr-45,  however,  wUl  in¬ 
evitably  make  this  much  more  difficult 
In  the  futme. 

ITie  majority’s  preference  for  narrowly 
scoped  cases  evidently  stems  from  their 
belief  that,  if  each  Individual  case  Is  lim¬ 
ited  to  a  single  market,  or  at  any  rate  to 
as  few  markets  and  as  few  issues  as  pos¬ 
sible,  a  more  perfect  ordering  of  priori¬ 
ties  will  result,  whereby  the  most  impor¬ 
tant  markets  and  Issues  will  be  heard 
s(x>ner  and  resolved  more  promptly, 
while  lesser  markets  and  Issues  will  be 
deferred.  In  cmr  view,  however,  this  argu¬ 
ment  Ignores  the  afbmative  benefits  to 
the  public  Interest  which  often  can  only 
be  achieved  by  considering  closely  re¬ 
lated  markets  and  Issues  together  In  a 
single  proceeding.  It  Igncxres,  for  exam¬ 
ple,  the  fact  that  an  ai^llcant  may  re- 
(lulre  new  authcMrlty  In  several  related 
markets  in  order  to  Implement  a  service 
proposal  which  would  be  both  econcxnl- 
cally  viable  and  highly  beneficial  to  the 
traveling  public.  But  even  conceding 
arguendo  that  narrowly  scoped  cases 
might  allow  a  theoretically  mcn-e  perfect 
ordering  of  pricx'lties,  that  Is  not  the  end 
of  the  matter.  Perfection  In  the  ordering 
of  the  Board’s  workload  Is  not  the  sole 
desideratum,  particularly  where  It  Is 
achieved  at  the  cost  of  hearing  fewer 
applications.  The  refusal  to  hear  a  case 
Is  a  decision  also — a  decision  to  preserve 


a  See  our  dissents  In  Additional  Dallas/Ft. 
Worth-Kansas  City  Nonstop  Service  Case, 
Orders  76-4-177,  April  30,  1076,  and  76-6-160, 
June  24,  1976,  and  Las  Vegas-Dallas/Ft. 
Worth  Ncuistop  Service  Investigation.  Orders 
76-6-161,  Jime  24,  1976,  and  76-10-61,  Octo¬ 
ber  15,  1076 

**  See  our  concurrence  and  dissent  In  Loul»* 
vUle  Service  Casa,  Order  76-10-113.  October 
26,  1976;  and  see.  eg.,  C^lahoma-Denvar- 
Southeast  Points  Investigation,  Order  76-10- 
136,  October  31,  1976. 
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the  status  quo,  to  protect  an  incumb^t 
against  c(»npetition,  to  leave  service  de¬ 
ficiencies  unremedied.  We  deny  that  a 
rule  of  narrowly  scoped  cases  will  result 
in  a  better  overall  performance  by  the 
Board  of  Its  Congresslonally  assigned 
task,  when  a  large  part  of  the  Boeu'd’s 
work  product  consists  of  hastily  and  su¬ 
perficially  ccmsidered  decisicms  not  to 
hear  applications,  many  ctf  which  could 
otherwise  have  been  heard.* 

The  plain  fact  is  that  Congress  when 
it  adopted  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Act  of 
1938  expected  the  Board  to  pass  on  the 
merits  of  all  of  the  applications  that 
would  be  filed  under  Section  401  of  the 
Act — to  set  them  for  hearing  and  grant 
or  deny  them.  There  came  to  be  stich  a 
Hood  of  applications  that  the  Board 
could  not  do  this.  But  It  ought  to  do  its 
best.  If  200  route  implications  are  filed 
every  year,  it  ought  to  scheme  and  plan 
how  to  hear  200  route  applications;  or, 
if  not  200,  then  100;  or.  If  not  100,  then 
50.  If  hearing  200,  or  100,  or  50  route 
applications  involves  the  adoption  of 
mass  production  methods,  of  simplifica¬ 
tion  and  standardization  and  rules  of 
thumb,  of  a  certain  robust  indifference 
to  minor  details,  then  so  be  it.  The  Board 
has  no  mandate  from  Congress  to  con¬ 
centrate  <m  deciding  a  handful  of  cases 
to  perfection,  in  precisely  the  right 
order,  while  turning  its  back  cm  the  ma¬ 
jority  of  the  applications  brought  before 
it. 

The  point  about  an  this  is  that  the 
Board  can  dispose  oi  significantly  more 
of  the  applications  before  it  cm  their 
merits  if  it  consolidates  related  markets 
and  related  issues  into  a  single  proceed¬ 
ing.  Obviously  Judgment  and  discretion 
have  to  be  applied;  little  but  chaos  is 
achieved  by  Jamming  a  mass  of  unre¬ 
lated  markets  and  issues  into  a  single 
proceeding,  and  even  where  the  markets 
and  Issues  are  related,  the  Important  ones 
can  be  smotho^  with  trivia  and  their 
resolution  delayed  unconscionably  if  too 
many  minor  ones  are  included.  Our  vot¬ 
ing  record  shows  that  we  do  not  auto- 


<*We  are  similarly  aware  of  the  conten¬ 
tion — ^not,  however,  adopted  by  the  majority 
In  PSDR'-46— that  narrowly  scoped  cases  tend 
to  be  better  decided  than  broadly  scoped 
ones,  because  the  Issues  are  fewer  and  re¬ 
ceive  more  concentrated  attention  from  the 
parties,  the  administrative  law  Judge,  and 
the  B<Mkrd.  It  Is  no  doubt  true  that  in  some 
very  large  multi-issue  cases — such  as,  per¬ 
haps,  the  area  Investigations  of  the  late 
1950’s — subordinate  but  stUl  significant  is¬ 
sues  ere  sometimes  found  to  have  been  In¬ 
adequately  developed  on  the  record,  and  do 
not  receive  the  careful  treatment  they  woxild 
get  In  a  more  narrowly  scoped  case.  In  route 
cases  Involving  no  more  than  half  a  dozen 
or  a  dozen  related  markets,  on  the  other 
hand,  we  question  whether  there  Is  much 
tendency  to  gloss  over  subordinate  issues. 
Moreover,  as  Indicated  In  the  text,  supra,  the 
arg\unent  Ignores  the  fact  that  broadly 
scoped  cases  allow  the  Board  greater  fiexl- 
bUity  In  shaping  the  overall  route  system 
and  in  combining  and  dividing  awards  so  as 
to  maximize  public  benefits.  In  any  event, 
as  we  point  out  In  the  text,  supra,  the  ulti¬ 
mate  desideratum  Is  not  p^ectlon  of  Indi¬ 
vidual  Board  decisions,  but  its  overaU  per¬ 
formance  of  the  Congre^onal  mandate. 


matically  and  unthinkingly  vote  to  con¬ 
solidate  every  possible  market  or  issue 
into  a  iHPceedlng — any  more  than  our 
colleagues  Invariably  vote  to  exclude  all 
mai^ets  but  one.  The  difference  in  views 
seem  to  bofl  down  to  a  difference  in  em¬ 
phasis  as  between  perfection  and  pro¬ 
duction;  we  would  prefer  to  see  as  many 
markets  and  Issues  dealt  with  on  the 
merits  as  the  Board’s  resources  will  al¬ 
low,  even  at  some  cost  in  loss  of  per¬ 
fection  in  both  selection  and  decision, 
while  our  colleagues  place  much  greater 
stress  on  the  most  perfect  possible  choice 
of  the  markets  and  issues  to  set  for  im¬ 
mediate  hearing,  even  at  the  cost  of 
passing  over  without  hearing  a  signifi¬ 
cantly  larger  portion  of  the  applications 
filed. 

In  our  view  the  hearing  priority  stand¬ 
ards  must  give  express  and  adequate  rec¬ 
ognition  to  the  fact  that  related  issues 
and  markets  can  be  heard  more  efficient¬ 
ly,  in  terms  of  maximum  utilization  of 
the  Board’s  resources,  when  heard  in 
one  proceeding  rather  than  in  two  or 
more.  We  find  the  v^  limited  recogni¬ 
tion  given  this  principle  in  PSDB-45 
(Ebcplanatory  Statement,  p.  8)  grudging 
and  wholly  inadequate,  though  it  is  in¬ 
deed  an  improvement  over  the  prior 
version  which  gave  no  such  recognition 
at  aU.  In  our  counterproposal,  infra,  we 
have  attempUfd  to  show  one  way  in 
which  such  recognition  can  be  given. 
Basically,  we  would  calculate  priority 
ratings  for  each  of  several  relate  mar¬ 
kets  separately,  add  together  the  Indices 
for  the  several  markets,  and  then  divide 
by  a  figure  which  is  not  equal  to  the 
number  of  markets  involved  but  is  some¬ 
what  smaller.*  Many  alternative  ways 
of  achieving  the  same  objective  are  pos¬ 
sible;  we  anticipate  that  others  will  wish 
to  offer  suggestions. 

6.  The  priority  standards  should  en¬ 
compass  route  transfer,  route  exchange, 
deletion,  and  suspension  cases.  In  several 
respects  we  consider  the  PSDRr-4S  pro¬ 
posal  as  not  sufficiently  all-inclusive  in 
its  coverage  of  d<xnestic  operating  au¬ 
thority  cases.  During  the  past  two  years 
the  Board  has  been  rethinking  its  tra¬ 
ditional  treatment  of  small-scale  route 
transfer  and  route  exchange  agree¬ 
ments,*  and  has,  for  examide,  reversed 
its  former  policy  ot  refusing  to  give  si¬ 
multaneous  consideration  to  competing 
applications  for  the  same  authority  by 


^Wben  the  ntimber  of  markets  grows  to 
what  we  Judge  to  be  an  Inconveniently  large 
number,  the  divisor  becomes  equal  to  the 
number  of  markets,  and  the  "consolidation 
bonus”  disappears. 

"We  are  referring  to  agreements  for  the 
transfer  or  exchange  of  relatively  small  por¬ 
tions  of  a  carrier's  route  authOTlty,  e.g.,  au¬ 
thority  In  one  mr  a  small  number  of  markets, 
and  not  to  those  for  transfer  of  aU  or  a  sub¬ 
stantial  fratolon  of  a  carrier's  authority.  We 
are  also  not  referring  to  temporary  agree¬ 
ments  to  meet  emergency  sltuatl<ms,  such 
as  the  recently  iq>proved  Pan  Amerlcan-TWA 
Route  Exchange  Agreement.  Both  of  these 
lattw  types  of  agreetxwnts  should  undoubted¬ 
ly  continue  to  be  accorded  a  hl^  degree  of 
hearing  priority,  as  has  traditionally  been 
the  case. 


other  carriers.  We  have  come  to  the 
view  that  these  small-scale  route  trans¬ 
fer  or  exchange  agreements  are  entitled 
to  no  higher  priority  of  hearing  than  ap¬ 
plications  by  competing  carriers  in  the 
same  market  or  markets,  and  should  be 
encompassed  within  the  priority  stand¬ 
ards  on  that  basis.* 

Another  category  of  applications 
which  should  be  brought  within  the  pri¬ 
orities  sjrstem  and  should  no  longer  con¬ 
tinue  to  be  given  automatic  priority  are 
applications  to  terminate  service  at 
small  and  allegedly  unprofitable  poinus 
During  the  period  of  the  route  mora- 
toriiun.  the  Board  gave  the  appearance 
of  being  far  more  Interested  in  paring 
down  the  domestic  route  system  than  in 
building  up  and  strengthening  it;  dozens 
of  deletion  applications  were  given  ex¬ 
pedited  treatment,*  while  virtually  no 
applications  for  new  route  authority 
were  allowed  to  be  heard.  Altiiough  the 
freeze  on  new  route  applications  has  now 
been  ended,  deletion  applications  are  still 
being  given  an  automatic  priority  which 
in  our  Judgment  they  do  not  merit.  It 
seems  wholly  illogical  to  us.  for  instance, 
that  hearing  priority  should  automati¬ 
cally  go  to  a  deletion  application  by  a 
carrier  which  claims  it  is  losing  $50,000 
annually  through  serving  a  small  com¬ 
munity,  while  a  new  route  application  by 
another  carrier  which  claims  it  could 
earn  a  $1  million  profit  while  benefiting 
many  thousands  of  travelers  is  deferred 
and  eventually  dismissed  as  “stale.”  In 
our  counterproposal  we  have  according¬ 
ly  suggested  standards  to  be  applied  to 
contested  deleticm  (and  long-term  sus¬ 
pension)  applications,  in  order  to  create 
smne  reasonable  balance  in  the  priori¬ 
ties  accorded  them  vis-a-vis  new  route 
cases. 

In  summary,  therefore,  we  find  the 
hearing  priority  stemdards  proposed  in 
PSDR-45  unsatisfactory  (1)  because  the 
basic  structure  of  the  proposal  is  inade¬ 
quate  and  unworkable,  in  that  the  stand¬ 
ards  fall  to  assign  a  definite  rank  order 
to  each  application;  (2)  because  the 
standards  are  excessively  restrictive,  and 
will  probably  result  in  no  more  than  a 
barely  minimal  route  hearing  program 
once  the  backlog  from  the  route  morato¬ 
rium  is  worked  off;  (3)  because  the 
standards  are  based  in  part  on  inappro¬ 
priate  criteria  and  criteria  which  are  not 
logically  or  consistently  treated,  while 
other  valid  and  Important  criteria  are 
overlooked;  (4)  because  the  majority’s 


•  Of  course,  the  fact  that  in  each  ca.se 
the  transferring  carrier  wiU  be  dropping 
out  of  the  market  or  markets  In  question 
must  be  taken  Into  account  In  assigning 
the  case  to  Its  proper  category.  Thiis,  If  a 
monopoly  nonst<^  carrier  In  a  market  seeks 
to  transfer  Its  authority  to  a  new  carrier,  the 
case  should  be  classified  as  one  of  first  non¬ 
stop  service  rather  than  first  competitive 
service. 

"Along  with  a  number  of  route  transfer 
and  route  exchange  agreements,  which  con¬ 
sumed  a  disproportionate  share  of  the 
Board’s  bearing  resources,  and  which  In  the 
upshot  produced  Uttle  at  value  to  the  air 
transportation  system  whl^  the  Board 
fotmd  Itself  able  to  af^rove. 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  42,  NO.  23 — THURSDAY,  FEBRUARY  3,  1977 


6608 


PROPOSED  RULES 


emphasis  on  narrowly  scoped  cases  Is 
misguided  to  the  point  of  being  wasteful 
of  the  Board’s  scarce  hearing  resources; 
and  (5)  because  additional  types  of  cases 
should  be  brought  within  the  scope  of  the 
priority  standards.  All  of  these  deficien¬ 
cies  should  be  remedied  in  any  final  pro¬ 
posal  which  the  Board  should  adopt. 

Our  Counterproposal 

In  order  to  illustrate  the  manner  in 
which  an  accptable  set  of  route  hearing 
priority  standards  might  be  developed, 
we  have  ventured  to  draft  a  coimterpro- 
posal  of  our  own.  We  wish  it  xmderstood 
that  we  are  by  no  means  wedded  to  the 
details  bf  this  of  this  counterproposal, 
which  does  not  have  behind  it  anything 
like  the  kind  of  research  and  statistical 
study  that  an  ultimate  set  of  priority 
standards  ought  to  refiect.  We  ask  that 
it  be  treated  simply  as  a  prototype.  Ulna- 
trating  the  application  of  certain  prin¬ 
ciples  discuss^  earlier  in  this  statement 
which  we  believe  to  be  sound. 

It  is  entirely  possible  that  these  prin¬ 
ciples  can  be  applied  in  different  and  per¬ 
haps  better  ways  which  have  not  so  far 
occurred  to  us.  We  welcome  further  sug¬ 
gestions,  and  we  retain  an  entirely  open 
mind  as  the  plan  that  ought  finally  to  be 
adopted.  We  also  have  not  arrived  at 
any  final  conclusion  as  to  whether  our 
counterproposal  or  any  other  would  in 
fact  be  superior  to  the  traditional  meth¬ 
od  of  assigning  route  hearing  prioritlea. 
We  nevertheless  are  convinced  that  our 
proposal,  at  least  in  regard  to  its  govern¬ 
ing  principles,  is  superior  to  that  put 
forth  in  PSDR-45.  Without  more,  thm. 
we  offer  our  proposal  for  comments. 

Proposed  Rule 

1.  Applicability.  These  standards  are 
Intended  to  govern  the  relative  priority 
of  hearing  which  the  Board  will  accord  to 
all  applications  for  new  or  amended  au¬ 
thority  to  engage  in  domestic  (Interstate 
and  overseas)  scheduled  passenger  air 
transportation,  including  applications 
for  new  route  authority,  for  modification 
or  remo'^ml  oi  restrictions  on  existing 
route  authority,  for  deletion  or  suspen¬ 
sion  (other  than  temporary  suspension) 
of  existing  authority,  for  authority  to 
serve  s^arsdely  named  ix>ints  as  a  single 
hyphenated  point  or  through  a  single 
airport,  or  for  approval  of  transfers  or 
exchanges  of  route  authority.  These 
standards  do  not  apply  to  route  appli¬ 
cations  where  can  be  disposed  of  by 
nonhearing  procedures. 

2.  Exceptions.  The  Board  reserves  the 
right  to  accord  exceptional  priority  of 
hearing  to  applications  presenting  ex¬ 
ceptional  policy  questions  which  the 
Board  believes  should  be  dealt  with  ex¬ 
peditiously,  and  those  which  Involve  un- 
usuid  public-interest  factors  over  and 
above  those  upon  which  these  standards 
are  based.  Illustrative  of  the  types  of 
{q}pllcati(ms  to  which  the  Board  may 
wish  to  accord  exceptional  priority  are 
the  foUowing:  applications  for  entirely 
new  entry  into  air  transportation;  appli¬ 
cations  to  provide  distinctively  new  types 
of  service,  including  hlfidi-doisity,  low- 


fare,  or  satellite-airport  services;  appli¬ 
cations  contemplating  the  use  of  novel 
tsTJes  of  equipment;  applications  to  pro¬ 
vide  service  required  by  the  national  de¬ 
fense.  Where  the'Board  gives  exceptional 
priority  of  hearing  to  an  application,  it 
will  explain  its  reasons  for  doing  so. 

3.  Definitions.  Except  where  otherwise 
specified  or  the  context  otherwise  re¬ 
quires — 

“Application”  includes  a  petition  by  a 
person  other  than  an  applicant  request¬ 
ing  the  Board  to  investigate  the  need  for 
granting  new  or  amended  authority  to 
engage  in  air  transportation  of  the  types 
subject  to  these  standards. 

“Base  period”  means  the  most  recent 
12-month  period  for  which  the  Board’s 
Origin  and  Destination  Survey  (the  Sur¬ 
vey)  has  been  published,  except  than  an 
applicant  or  petitioner  may  use  an  ear¬ 
lier  base  period  if  traffic  data  for  the 
most  recent  base  period  are  shown  to 
have  be^  significantly  distorted  by  un¬ 
usual  circumstances. 

“Market”  means  a  pair  of  points  be¬ 
tween  which  air  service  is  being,  or  is 
proposed  to  be,  provided. 

“Traffic”  means  the  volume  of  passen¬ 
ger  traffic  moving  in  a  particular  market 
during  the  applicable  base  period,  ex¬ 
pressed  in  terms  of  the  average  number 
of  passengers  per  day  moving  in  each  di¬ 
rection  during  such  period. 

“O&D&C  traffic”  means  O&D  plus  in¬ 
terline  connecting  traffic  In  a  market,  as 
shown  in  Tables  8  and  10  of  the  Survey." 

“On-board  traffic”  means  the  total 
number  of  passengers  on  board  flights 
operated  in  a  given  market  during  the 
base  period,  as  shown  in  the  service  seg¬ 
ment  data  filed  with  the  Board;  "  or,  in 
the  case  of  an  applicant,  the  number 
of  passengers  who  he  demonstrates  could 
reasonably  have  been  expected  to  be  on 
board  the  flights  he  proposes,  had  they 
been  operated  during  the  base  period, 
without  allowance  for  growth  or  stimula¬ 
tion. 

“Market  share”  means  a  carrier’s  per¬ 
centage  share  of  the  single-carrier  local 
and  interline  connecting  traffic  in  a 
market  in  the  base  year,  as  shown  in 
Table  10  of  the  Survey." 

“First  single-plane  service”  means 
single-plane  service  in  a  market  where  no 
such  service  is  authorized  or  is  currently 
being  operated." 

*An  applicant  or  petitioner  la  entitled  to 
use  oth«’  sovirces  of  traffic  data  If  be  dem¬ 
onstrates  tbat  the  data  published  In  the 
Survey  or  the  service  segment  data  does  not 
accurately  reflect  the  actual  nkovemeot  of 
traffic  In  the  market  In  question. 

“  See  preceding  footnote. 

B  Query,  whether  a  carrier's  percentage 
participation  In  the  total  O&D  plus  Inter¬ 
line  connecting  revenue  paasenger-mUes  In 
a  market  should  be  employed  as  a  measure 
of  market  share  Instead  of.  or  In  addition  to, 
slngle-carrlw  passenger  participation  (see 
text,  supra,  p.  22) . 

■■  In  determining  what  service  Is  currently 
being  operated  In  a  market,  the  Board  will 
disregard  (a)  service  being  operated  under 
ezetnpUon  or  other  non-certlfloate  autborl^ 
and  (b)  any  temporary  suspension  or  other 
Interruption  of  service  by  a  carrier  uhlch 


“First  nonstop  service”  means  nonstop 
service  in  a  market  which  currently  re-  ’ 
ceives  single-plane  service  but  where 
nonstop  service  is  not  authorized  or  is 
not  currently  being  operated. 

“First  unrestricted  service”  means  un¬ 
restricted  service  in  a  market  which  cur¬ 
rently  receives  single-plane  service  but 
where  no  carrier  holds  unrestricted 
authority. 

“First  competitive  nonstop  service” 
means  nonstop  service  in  a  market  cur¬ 
rently  receiving  nonstop  service  from  a 
single  carrier  wily;  and  similarly  for 
second,  third,  etc.,  comr>etitive  nonsU^ 
service. 

“Competitive  unrestricted  service” 
means  unrestricted  service  in  a  market 
in  which  the  applicant  holds  restricted 
nonstop  authority,  and  in  which  another 
carrier  or  carriers  currently  oi>erate  non¬ 
stop  service. 

“Restriction”  means  any  term,  condi¬ 
tion,  or  limitation  of  its  certificate  which 
prevents  a  carrier  authorized  to  serve 
both  terminals  of  a  market  from  operat¬ 
ing  nonstop  turnaround  service  between 
them  through  any  available  airports. 

4.  Procedure.  Motions  for  expedited 
hearing  of  route  applications  subject  to 
these  standards  and  petitions  for  route 
Investigations  shall  set  forth  all  facts 
known  to  the  £q>plicant  or  petitioner 
bearing  on  the  assignment  of  a  priority 
rating  and  shall  show  a  calculation  of 
the  rating  to  which  the  applicant  or  peti¬ 
tioner  believes  he  is  entitled.  Any  respcm- 
sive  pleading  may  set  forth  a  rebuttal  to 
this  calculation.  Following  receipt  of 
such  a  motion  for  expedited  hearing  or 
petition  for  a  route  investigation,  to¬ 
gether  with  responsive  pleadings  thereto, 
the  Board  will  assign  a  privity  rating 
to  the  application  ex'  petiti<Hi  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  Hearing  Priority  Index 
specified  in  paragraphs  5  and  6  hereof. 
At  intervals  of  approximately  six  months 
the  Board  will  review  all  pending  ap- 
Idications  and  petitions  and  will  assign 
for  hearing  as  many  as  its  currently 
available  hearing  resources  will  permit, 
commmeing  with  those  having  the  high¬ 
est  priority  ratings.  ’The  Board  will  issue 
a  notice  listing  the  applicaticms  so  as¬ 
signed,  and  will  subsequently  issue  an  ap- 
p>r<H>rlate  order  with  respect  to  each  such 
appheation,  specifying  the  precise  Issues 
to  be  heard,  procedural  dates,  and  so 
forth.  Applications  not  assigned  for  hear¬ 
ing  win  be  carried  over  to  the  next  six- 
months  review,  xmtil  such  time  as  they 
may  be  dismissed  as  stale  pursuant  to 
{  302.911.  Notwithstanding  the  foregoing, 
the  Board  may  assign  an  ap^licaticoi  for 
hearing  between  six-months  reviews  if 
(a)  it  falls  within  one  of  the  exceptional 
categories  described  in  paragraph  2 
above  or  (b)  its  priority  rating  under  the 
Hearing  Priority  Index  is  so  high  in  rela¬ 
tion  to  other  recent  and  currently  pend¬ 
ing  applications  that  there  can  be  no 
doubt  ^  its  qualifying  for  an  immediate 


holds  certlflcsats  authority  to  pofoim  socK 
service  and  which  was  larovldlng  It  on  a  leg- 
ular  basis  prior  to  su^  temporary  raqieo- 
sloii  or  intermptioii. 
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traffic,  on  the  one  hand,  or  on-board 
traffic,  on  the  other,  whichever  produces 
the  higher  score)  required  for  the  initial 
assignment  of  traffic-v(riume  HPI  points, 
and  the  subsequent  increments  of  traffic 
required  for  assignment  of  additional 
such  HPI  points.  In  all  cases  traffic  is 
specified  in  terms  of  passengers  per  day 
each  way.  In  each  case  10  HPI  points 
are  assigned  for  the  specified  initial  traf¬ 
fic  volume,  and  2  additional  HPI  points 
are  assigned  for  each  subsequent  incre¬ 
ment  of  traffic  volume  as  specified. 


Type  of  service  proposed 

Initial  traffic  volume 
(10  HPI  points) 

Incremental  traffic  volume 
(2  HPI  points  per  increment) 

0.  A  D.  A  C. 
traffic  t 

On-board 
traffic  > 

0.  A  D.  A  C. 
traffic  > 

On-board 
traffic  >  ' 

20 

30 

2 

3 

— -1  An 

60 

- 

1st  competitive  nonstop . 

Competitive  unrestricted . . . 

2d  competitive  nonstop  • . — . 

3d  competitive  nonstop . 

— 80 

II"  140 

200 

120 

210 

300' 

8 

14 

20 

12 

21 

30 

hearing,  and  the  Board  finds  such  an 
immediate  hearing  to  be  required  by  the 
public  interest  or  conducive  to  the  proper 
dispatch  the  Board’s  business. 

5.  Hearing  Priority  Index — Application 
covering  a  single  market.  An  application 
covering  a  single  market  will  be  assigned 
a  priOTity  rating  which  will  be  the  sum 
of  the  Hearing  Priority  Index  (HPI) 
points  specified  in  the  following  sub- 
paragraphs: 

a.  Traffic  volume.  The  following  table 
shows,  for  each  category  of  application, 
the  initial  volume  of  traffic  c04&D<K7 


>  Per  day  each  way. 

*  Reftardlem  of  HPI  point  scores  based  on  traffic  volumes,  the  Board  does  not  anticipate  setting  for  hearing  applica¬ 
tions  to  jMovide  2d  (or  subsequent)  competitive  nonstop  service  except  w*»ere  there  is  evidence  of  serious  deficiencies 
in  existing  service  or  where  other  si^ficant  public-intoest  factors  other  than  the  desirability  of  competition  per  se 
are  present. 


b.  Service  deficiencies.  Based  on  all 
availaUe  evid^ce  as  to  the  quality  of 
service  currently  being  provided  in  the 
market 'in  relation  to  other  markets  of 
similar  size  and  other  relevant  operating 
characteristics — including  single-plane 
schedtile  frequency,  timing,  and  number 
of  stops;  volume  and  convenience  of  con¬ 
necting  service  where  this  is  the  beet 
available  or  is  widely  used;  load  factors; 
sold-out  flights:  number  and  percentage 
of  passengers  using  less  than  the  best 
available  service  (connecting.where  sin¬ 
gle-plane  is  offered,  one-sUm  and  multi¬ 
stop  where  nonstop  is  offered,  etc.)  or 
circuitous  routings;  and  the  like — the 
Board  will  assign  a  service  quality  rating 
(m  a  scale  from  zero  (highest  quality, 
fewest  defici^cies)  to  ten  (lowest  qual¬ 
ity,  most  deficiencies).  On  applications 
for  first  single-plane  service,  5  HPI 
points  are  assigned  plus  an  additional 
point  for  each  two  service  quality  points 
(i.e..  a  minimum  of  5  and  a  maximum  of 
10  HPI  points) ;  in  all  other  categories, 
one  HPI  point  is  assigned  per  service 
quality  point  (i.e.,  a  minimum  of  zero 
and  a  maximum  of  10  HPI  points) . 

c.  Market  share.  Where  the  applicant 
has  a  historic  market  share  of  up  to  10 
percent,  one  HPI  point  is  assigned  for 
each  2  percent  market  share,  or  major 
fraction  thereof.  Where  the  applicant 
has  a  historic  market  share  of  10  percent 
or  over,  traffic-volume  HPI  points  are 
assigned  in  accordance  with  the  next 
lower  sef  of  traffic  volumes  in  the  table, 
suix'a,**  and  (me  fiPI  point  is  assigned  for 


**  Thus,  If  the  application  is  for  first  non¬ 
stop  service  but  the  applicant’s  historic 
market  share  is  over  10  percent,  the  initial 
10  HPI  points  are  assigned  for  the  first  20 
rather  than  the  first  40  dally  O&D&C  passen¬ 
gers;  if  the  application  is  for  first  competi¬ 
tive  nonstop,  10  HPI  points  are  assigned  for 
the  first  40  rather  than  the  flirst  80  OADftC 
passengers;  and  so  forth. 


each  5  percent  market  share  (or  major 
fraction  thereof)  in  excess  of  the  initial 
10  percent,  up  to  a  maximum  of  10 
points. 

d.  Expedited  procedures.  Ten  HPI 
points  are  assigned  to  any  aimlication 
which  is  to  be  heard  under  the  expedited 
procedures  of  Subparts  M  and  N.’* 

e.  Period  since  Board  last  considered 

service  needs.  Up  to  a  maximum  of  5  HPI 
points  will  be  assigned  on  the  basis  of  the 
period  that  has  elapsed  since  the  Board 
last  considered  the  service  needs  of  the 
communities  or  areas  mvolved  in  the 
application.  _ 

f.  Age  of  the  application.  One  HPI 
point  is  assigned  for  each  6  months  (or 
major  fraction  thereof)  since  the  motion 
for  expedited  hearing  or  petition  for 
route  investigation  was  filecL  Where  an 
application  is  refiled  after  having  been 
dismissed  as  stale  imder  §  302.911, 
one-half  of  the  prior  pending-applica¬ 
tion  HPI  Ixmus  points  are  carried  over. 

g.  Deletion  (suspension)  applications. 
Applications  for  deletion  or  suspension 
do  not  receive  points  under  subpara¬ 
graphs  a  through  e  above.  In  the  foUow- 
ing  table,  HPI  points  are  assigned  in 
proportion  to  the  net  savings  (expenses 
saved  less  revenues  lost)  the  applicant 
shows  it  will  achieve  annually  by  termi¬ 
nating  its  service  at  the  c(>mmunity  in 
question,  based  on  the  number  of  pas¬ 
sengers  per  day  enplaned  at  the  point  in' 
the  ihost  recent  year. 


‘^Alternatively,  Subpart  M  and  N  appli¬ 
cations  could  be  excluded  from  the  priori¬ 
ties  sirstem  and  be  set  for  hearing  automatl- 
caUy  after  the  Initial  screening  called  for 
by  the  Subpart  M  and  N  rules.  (Hiis  Is  the 
procedure  we  advocated  in  our  dissent  In 
Southern  Airuxtys  Memphis-Nashville  Sub¬ 
part  M  Application,  Order  78-^104,  March 
16,  1976.) 


Passengers  per  day 
enplaned ; 

Fewer  than  10 _ 

10  to  25- 
Over  25 


Savings  annually 
by  terminating 
service^ 

. $25,000 

. 75,000 

.  200,000 


>  HPI  point  for  each  increment  of  this 
amount. 


6.  Hearing  Priority  Index — Applica¬ 
tion  covering  more  than  one  market. 
Where  an  application  covers  more  than 
one  market,^  or  where  it  is  urged  that  an 
additional  market  or  markets  be  included 
in  an  investigation,  an  HPI  priority  rat¬ 
ing  will  be  calculated  for  each  market 
separately,  pursuant  to  paragraph  5. 
Where  the  markets  (or  some  group  of 
them)  are  shown  to  be  related,  by  geo¬ 
graphical  closeness,  by  the  fact  that  the 
incumbent  carrier  serves  them  (or  the 
applicant  proposes  to  serve  them)  on 
the  same  flights,  or  by  the  fact  that  traf¬ 
fic  in  one  market  will  otherwise  support  ^ 
service  in  another,  an  HPI  priority  rating 
for  the  group  of  markets  will  also  be  cal¬ 
culated,  as  follows:  the  HPI  points  scores 
for  the  individual  markets  will  be 
totaled  and  the  sum  will  then  be 
divided  by  the  niunber  of  maftets  in¬ 
volved  times  the  factor  shown  in  the 
following  table: 


No.  of 
markets: 

2  _ 

3  _ 

4  . 

5  . 

6  . 

7  . 

8  . 

9  _ 

10  or  over 


Factor 
-  0.6 
.  .65 

.  .7 

-  .75 

-  .8 

-  ,85 

-  .9 

-  .95 
.  1.0 


Example:  An  application  covers  four 
related  markets  with  individual  HPI 
point  scores  of  38,  30, 20.  and  10.  The  HPI 
rating  for  the  group  of  markets  is  then 


38+30-^20+10  98 

4  X  .7  ~  2.8 


G.  Joseph  Minetti 
Lee  R.  West 

[FR  Doc.77-3406  Piled  2-2-77; 8:45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 
Customs  Service 
[  19  CFR  Parti] 

CUSTOMS  HELD  ORGANIZATION 

Notice  of  Proposed  Changes  in  Customs 
Region  VII 

In  order  to  provide  better  Customs 
service  to  carriers,  importers,  and  the 
public  it  is  considered  desirable  to  extend 

^In  counting  the  number  of  markets  in¬ 
volved  in  an  application,  the  Board  will  dis¬ 
regard  entry-mileage  markets  and  other  mar¬ 
kets  in  which  the  applicant  seeks  authority 
merely  as  an  Incident  to  the  authority  sought 
in  the  principal  market  or  markets  in  the 
case,  where  it  is  clear  that  the  grant  of  this 
Incidental  authority  would  not  materially 
affect  the  existing  competitive  balance  In  the 
side  market.  _ 

”In  assigning  traffic-volume  HPI  points, 
any  double-counting  of  traffic  will  be 
eliminated. 
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the  port  limits  of  Nogales,  Arizona,  in 
the  Nogales,  Arizona,  Customs  district 
(Region  VII). 

Accordingly,  notice  is  hereby  given 
that,  by  virtue  of  the  authority  vested 
in  the  President  by  section  1  of  the  Act 
of  August  1.  1914,  38  Stat.  623,  as 
amended  (19  U.S.C.  2),  and  delegated  to 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  by  Execu¬ 
tive  Order  No.  10289,  September  17,  1951 
(3  CFR,  1949-1953  Comp.,  Ch.  H),  and 
pursuant  to  authority  provided  by  Treas¬ 
ury  Department  Order  No.  190,  Rev.  12 
(41  FR'47970>,  it  is  hereby  proposed  to 
extend  the  port  limits  of  Nogales,  Ari¬ 
zona,  in  the  Nogales,  Arizona,  Customs 
district  <  Region  VII).  As  extended,  the 
boundaries  of  the  port  of  Nogales,  Ari¬ 
zona.  will  include  the  area  in  Santa  Cruz 
County.  State  of  Arizona,  described  as 
follows ; 

Sections  1.  12.  13.  24.  25,  36  of  Township 
23  South,  Range  13  East,  Gila  and  Salt 
I  River  Base  and  Meridian. 

Sections  7,  18,  19.  30,  31.  32,  33  and  Section 
6  (excepting  that  part  of  Section  6  desig¬ 
nated  as  Lots  1.  2,  3,  4,  5,  6,  7,  and  8) 
of  Township  23  South,  Range  14  East,  Qlla 
and  Salt  River  Base  and  Meridian. 

Sections  4.  5,  6.  T.  8,  9,  16,  17,  18.  19.  20,  21. 
Township  24  South,  Range  14  East,  Gila 
and  Salt  River  Base  and  Meridian. 
Sections  1,  12,  13,  and  24  of  Township  24 
South,  Range  13  East,  Gila  and  Salt  River 
Base  and  Meridian. 

Prior  to  the  adoption  of  the  foregoing 
proposal,  consideration  will  be  given  to 
any  relevant  data,  views,  or  arguments 
which  are  submitted  in  writing  to  the 
Commissioner  of  Chistoms,  Attention; 
Regulations  Division,  Washington,  D.C. 
20229,  and  received  not  later  than  30 
days  from  the  date  of  publication  of  this 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Written  material  or  suggestions  sub¬ 
mitted  will  be  available  for  public  inspec¬ 
tion  in  accordance  with  §  103.8(b)  of  the 
Customs  Regulations  (19  CFR  103.8(b) ) 
at  the  Regulations  Division,  Headquar¬ 
ters,  United  States  Customs  Service, 
Washington,  D.C.,  during  regular  busi¬ 
ness  hours. 

Dated:  January  24,  1977. 

John  H.  Harper, 
Acting  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Enforcement.  Operations  and 
Tariff  Affairs. 

(FR  Doc.77-3408  Filed  2-2-77;8:45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 
Parole  Commjssion 
[  28  CFR  Part  16  ] 

PRODUCTION  OR  DISCLOSURE  OF 
MATERIAL  OR  INFORMATION 

Public  Observation  of  Parole  Commission 
Meetings 

The  United  States  Parole  Commission, 
being  an  “agency”  as  defined  in  5  U  S  C. 
552b(a)  (D- (“The  Government  in  the 
Sunshine  Act”)  proposts  to  implement 
the  requirements  of  subsections  (b) 
through  (f )  of  that  statute  by  adding  to 
Title  28  CPR  Part  16  a  new  Subpart  F 
entitled  “Public  Observation  of  Parole 
Commission  Meetings”. 


Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
this  proposed  rulemaking  by  submitting 
their  written  comments  to  the  United 
States  Parole  Commission,  320  First 
Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20537, 
Attn;  Rulemaking  Committee.  Com¬ 
ments  received  before  March  4.  1977, 
w’ill  be  considered  by  the  Commission 
before  final  action  is  taken  on  this  pro¬ 
posal.  Copies  of  all  comments  received 
w'ill  be  available  for  public  inspection  in 
the  public  reading  room  of  the  U.S.  Pa¬ 
role  Commission,  3d  Floor,  320  First 
Street.  NW..  Washington,  D.C.  This  pro¬ 
posal  may  be  changed  in  the  light  of  the 
comments  received. 

In  summary  of  these  proposed  regu¬ 
lations.  the  Commission  intends  to  open 
to  public  observation  as  many  as  possi¬ 
ble  of  those  meetings  wherein  major 
questions  of  paroling  policy  are  deter¬ 
mined.  The  Commission  has  also  deter¬ 
mined  to  close,  pursuant  to  5  U.S.C. 
552(d)(4),  those  meetings  in  which  it 
exercises  its  responsibility  in  adjudicat¬ 
ing  cases  involving  parole,  rescission, 
revocation,  and  other  matters  concern¬ 
ing  the  personal  lives  of  the  individuals 
who  come  within  its  jurisdiction. 

In  consideration  of  the  ftS^going,  it 
is  proposed  to  add  to  28  CFR,  Chapter 
I,  Part  16,  a  new  Subpart  F  as  follows : 

Dated:  February  1, 1977. 

Curtis  C.  Crawford, 

Acting  Chairman. 
Parole  Commission. 

PART  16— PRODUCTION  OR  DISCLOSURE 
OF  MATERIAL  OR  INFORMATION 

Subpart  F — Public  Observation  of  Parole 
Commission  Meetings 

Sec. 

16.200  Definitions. 

16.201  Voting  by  the  Commissioners  with¬ 

out  Joint  cteiiberation. 

16.202  Open  meetings. 

16.203  Closed  meetings — formal  procedure. 

16.204  Public  notice. 

16.205  Closed  meetings — inforbaal  proce¬ 

dure. 

16.206  Transcripts,  minutes,  and  miscel¬ 

laneous  documents  concerning 
commission  meetings. 

16.207  Public  access  to  non -exempt  trans¬ 

cripts  and  minutes  of  closed  com¬ 
mission  meetings — documents  used 
•  at  meetings — record  retention. 

16.208  Annual  report. 

Authority.-  18  U.S.C.  4203(a)(1)  and  6 
U.S.C.  552b(g). 

Subpart  F — Public  Observation  of  Parole 
Commission  Meetings 

§  16.200  Definiiions. 

As  used  in  this  part:  (a>  The  term 
“Commission”  means  the  United  States 
Parole  Commission  and  any  subdivision 
thereof  authorized  to  act  on  its  behalf. 

(b)  The  term  “meeting"  refers  to  the 
deliberations  of  at  least  the  number  of 
Commissioners  required  to  take  action 
on  behalf  of  the  Commission  where  such 
deliberations  determine  or  result  in  the 
joint  conduct  or  disposition  of  ofiBcial 
Commission  business. 

(c)  Specifically  included  in  the  term 
“meeting”  are; 

(1)  Meetings  of  the  Commission  re¬ 
quired  to  be  held  by  18  U.S.C.  4203(a) ; 


(2)  Special  meetings  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion  called  pursuant  to  18  U.S.C.  4204 

(a)(1); 

(3)  Meetings  of  the  National  Commis¬ 
sioners  in  original  jurisdiction  cases  pur¬ 
suant  to  28  CFR  2.17 (a) ; 

(4)  Meetings  of  the  entire  Commission 
to  determine  original  jurisdiction  appeal 
cases  pursuant  to  28  CFR  2.27 ;  and 

(5)  Meetings  of  the  National  Appeals 
Board  pursuant  to  28  CFR  2.26. 

(6)  Meetings  of  the  Commission  to 
conduct  a  hearing  on  the  record  in  con¬ 
junction  with  applications  for  certifi¬ 
cates  of  exemption  under  Section  504(a) 
of  the  Labor-Management  Reporting 
and  Disclosure  Act  of  1959,  and  Section 
411  of  the  Employee  Retirement  Income 
Security  Act  of  1974  (28  CPR  4.1-17  and 
28CFR4a.l-17). 

(d)  Specifically  excluded  from  the 
term  “meeting”  are: 

(1)  Determinations  made  through 
independent  voting  of  the  Commission¬ 
ers  without  the  joint  deliberation  of  the 
number  of  Commissioners  required  to 
take  such  action,  pursuant  to  §  1.2  of 
these  regulations ; 

(2)  Original  jurisdiction  cases  deter¬ 
mined  by  sequential  vote  pursuant  to  28 
CFR  2.17; 

(3) .  Cases  determined  by  sequential 
vote  pursuant  to  28  CFR  2.24  aqd  2.25; 

(4)  National  Appeals  Board  cases  de¬ 
termined  by  sequential  vote  pursuant  to 
28  CPR  2.26; 

(5)  Meetings  of  special  committees  of 
Commissioners  not  constituting  a  quo¬ 
rum  of  the  Commission  established  by 
the  Chairman  to  report  and  make  rec¬ 
ommendations  to  the  Commission  or  the 
Chairman  on  any  matter; 

(6)  Determinations  required  or  per¬ 
mitted  by  these  regulations  to  open  or 
close  a  meeting,  or  to  withhold  or  dis¬ 
close  documents  or  information  pertain¬ 
ing  to  a  meeting. 

(e)  All  other  terms  used  in  this  part 
shall  be  deemed  to  have  the  same  mean¬ 
ing  as  identical  terms  used  in  Chapter  I, 
Part  2,  of  Title  28,  of  the  Code  of  Fed¬ 
eral  Regulations. 

§  16.201  Voting  by  the  Commissioner;) 
without  joint  deliberation. 

(a)  Whenever  the  Commission's 
Chairman  so  directs,  any  matter  which 
(1)  does  not  appear  to  require  joint  de¬ 
liberation  among  the  members  of  the 
Commission,  or  (2)  by  reason  of  its  ur¬ 
gency,  cannot  be  scheduled  for  consid¬ 
eration  at  a  Commi^ion  meeting,  may 
be  disposed  of  by  presentation  of  the 
matter  separately  to  each  of  the  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Commission.  After  considera¬ 
tion  of  the  matter  each  Commission 
member  shall  report  his  vote  to  the 
Chairman. 

(b)  Whenever  any  member- of  the 
Commission  so  requests,  any  matter  pre¬ 
sented  to  the  Commissioners  for  disposi¬ 
tion  pursuant  to  paragraph  (a)  of  this 
section  shall  be  w'ithdrawn  and  sched¬ 
uled  instead  for  consideration  at  a  Com¬ 
mission  meeting. 

(c)  The  provisions  of  §  16.206(a)  of 
these  rules  shall  apply  in  the  case  of  any 
Commission  determination  made  pur¬ 
suant  to  this  section. 
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§  16.202  Open  meetings. 

(a)  Every  portion  of  every  meeting  of 
the  CommisskHi  shall  be  open  to  public 
observation  unless  closed  to  the  public 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  §  16.203 
(Formal  Procedure)  or  §  16.205  (Infor¬ 
mal  Procedure) . 

(b)  The  attendance  of  any  member  of 
the  public  is  conditioned  upon  the  or¬ 
derly  demeanor  of  such  person  during 
the  conduct  of  Commission  business.  The 
public  shall  be  permitted  to  observe  and 
to  take  notes,  but  unless  prior  permis¬ 
sion  is  granted  by  the  Commission,  shall 
not  be  permitted  to  record  or  photo¬ 
graph  by  means  of  any  mechanical  or 
electronic  device  any  portion  of  meetings 
which  are  open  to  the  public. 

(c)  The  Commission  shall  be  respon¬ 
sible  for  arranging  a  suitable  site  for 
each  open  Commission  meeting  so  that 
ample  seating,  visibility,  and  acoustics 
are  provided  to  the  public  and  ample  se¬ 
curity  measures  are  employed  for  the 
protection  of  Commissioners  and  Staff. 
The  Commission  shall  be  responsible  for 
recording  or  developing  the  minutes  of 
Commission  meetings. 

(d)  Public  notice  of  open  meetings 
shall  be  given  as  prescribed  in  §  16.204(a) , 
and  a  record  of  votes  kept  pursuant  to 
§  16.206(a). 

§  16.203  Closed  meetings— formal  pro¬ 
cedure. 

(a)  The  Commission,  by  majority  vote, 
may  close  to  public  observation  any 
meeting  or  portion  thereof,  and  withhold 
irom  the  public  annoimcement  concern¬ 
ing  such  meeting  any  information,  if 
public  observation  or  the  furnishing  of 
such  information  is  likely  to: 

(1)  Disclose  matters  (i)  specifically 
authorized  under  criteria  established  by 
an  executive  order  to  be  kept  secret  in 
the  interests  of  national  defense  or  for- 
eiiPi  policy  and  (ii)  in  fact  properly 
classified  pursuant  to  such  executive 
order; 

(2)  R^te  solely  to  the  internal  per- 
sonnri  rules  and  practices  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  or  any  agency  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  (rf  the  United  States; 

(3)  Disclose  matters  specifically  ex- 
.  empted  from  disclosure  by  statute  (other 
than  5  U.S.C.  552,  or  the  Federal  Rules 
of  Criminal  Procedure)  provided  that 
such  statute  or  rule  (i)  requires  that  the 
matters  be  withheld  in  such  a  manner 
as  to  leave  no  discretion  on  the  issue,  or 
(ii)  establishes  particular  criteria  for 
withholding  or  refers  to  particular  types 
of  matters  to  be  withheld,  including  ex¬ 
empted  material  under  the  Privacy  Act 
of  1974  or  the  Commission’s  Alternate 
Means  of  Access  imder  the  Privacy  Act 
of  1974,  as  set  forth  at  28  CFR  16.85; 

(4)  Disclose  a  trade  secret  or  com¬ 
mercial  or  financial  information  ob¬ 
tained  from  any  person,  corporation, 
business,  labor  or  pension  organization, 
which  is  m’ivileged  or  obtained  upon  a 
promise  d  confidentiality,  including  in¬ 
formation  concerning  the  financial  con¬ 
dition  or  funding  of  labor  or  pension  or- 
ganisatians,  or  the  financial  conditim  of 
any  individual,  in  conjunction  with  ap- 
pUeations  for  exemption  under  29  U.S.C. 


504  and  nil,  and  information  concern¬ 
ing  income,  assets  and  liabilities  of  in¬ 
mates,  and  persons  on  supervision; 

(5)  Involve  accusing  any  person  of  a 
crime  or  formalin  censuring  any  person: 

(6)  Disclose  information  of  a  personal 
nature,  where  disclosure  would  consti¬ 
tute  a  clearly  unwarranted  invasioh  of 
personal  privacy; 

(7)  Disclose  an  investigatory  record 
compiled  for  law  enforcement  purposes, 
or  information  derived  from  such  a  rec¬ 
ord,  which  describes  the  criminal  history 
OE  associations  of  any  person  under  the 
Commission’s  jurisdiction  or  which  de¬ 
scribes  the  involvement  of  any  person 
in  the  commission  of  a  crime,  but  only  to 
the  extent  that  the  production  of  such 
records  or  information  would; 

(i)  Interfere  .with  enforcement  pro¬ 
ceedings; 

(ii)  Deprive  a  person  of  a  right  to  a 
fair  trial  or  an  impartial  adjudication; 

^  (iii)  Constitute  an  unwarranted  in¬ 
vasion  of  personal  privacy; 

(iv)  Disclose  the  identity  of  a  con¬ 
fidential  source  and,  in  the  case  of  a 
record  compiled  by  a  criminal  law  en¬ 
forcement  authority  in  the  course  of  a 
criminal  investigation,  or  an  agency 
conducting  a  lawful  national  security 
intelligence  investigation,  confidential 
information  furnished  only  by  the  con¬ 
fidential  source; 

(v)  Disclose  investigative  techniques 
and  procedures,  or 

(vl)  Endanger  the  life  or  physical 
safety  of  law  enforcement  personnel: 

(8)  Disclose  information  the  prema¬ 
ture  disclosure  of  which  would  be  likely 
to  significantly  frustrate  implementation 
of  proposed  Commission  action  except 
where 

(i)  The  Commission  has  already  pub¬ 
licly  disclosed  the  content  or  nature  of 
its  proposed  action  or 

(ii)  The  Commission  is  required  by 
law  to  make  such  disclosure  on  its  own 
initiative  prior  to  taking  final  Commis¬ 
sion  action  on  such  pr(^x>sal: 

(9)  Specifically  concern  tiie  Commis¬ 
sion’s  issuance  of  subpoena  or  participa¬ 
tion  in  a  civil  action  or  procee^ng :  or 

(10)  Specifically  concern  the  initia¬ 
tion,  conduct,  or  disposition  of  a  par¬ 
ticular  case  (A  formal’  adjudication  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  procedures  in  5  U.S.C.  554, 
or  of  any  case  involving  a  determination 
on  the  record  after  opportxmity  for  a 
hearing.  Included  under  the  above  terms 
are: 

(i)  Record  review  hearings  following 
opportunity  for  an  in-person  hearing 
pursuant  to  the  procedures  of  28  CFR 

4.1- 17  and  28  CJTl  4a.l-17  fgoveming 
applications  for  certificates  of  exemp¬ 
tion  under  the  Labor-Management  Re¬ 
porting  and  Disclosure  Act  of  1959  and 
the  Employee  Retirement  Income  Secu¬ 
rity  Act  of  1974),  and 

(11)  The  initiaticm,  cimduct,  or  disposi¬ 
tion  by  the  Commission  of  any  matter 
ptu-suant  to  the  procedures  of  28  CFR 

2.1- 58  (parole,  release,  supervision,  and 
recommitment  of  prisoners,  youth  offen¬ 
ders,  and  juvenile  delinquents). 

(b)  Ptibtic  interest  provision.  Notwith¬ 
standing  the  exempticms  at  paragraphs 


(a)  (I)-(IO)  of  this  section,  the  Com¬ 
mission  may  conduct  a  meeting  (x*  por¬ 
tion  of  a  meeting  in  public  when  the 
Ccunmission  determines,  in  its  discretjon, 
that  the  public  interest  in  an  open  meet¬ 
ing  clearly  outweights  the  need  for  con¬ 
fidentiality. 

(c)  Non.  public  matter  in  announce- 
ments.  The  Commission  may  delete  from 
any  announcement  or  notice  required  in 
these  regulati(ms  information  the  dis¬ 
closure  of  which  would  be  likely  to  have 
any  of  the  consequences  described  in 
paragraphs  (a)  (I)-(IO)  of  this  section, 
including  the  name  of  any  individual 
considered  by  the  Commission  in  any 
case  of  formal  or  informal  adjudication. 

(d)  Voting  and  certification.  (1)  A 
separate  recorded  vote  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion  shall  be  taken  with  respect  to  each 
meeting  or  portion  thereof  which  is 
prcxjosed  to  be  closed,  and  with  respect 
to  any  information  which  is  proposed  to 
be  withheld  pursuant  to  this  section.  Vot¬ 
ing  by  proxy  shall  not  be  permitted.  In 
the  alternative,  the  Conuni^on  may,  by 
a  single  majority  vote,  close  to  public 
observation  a  series  of  meetings,  or  por- 
ti(xi(s)  thereof  or  withhold  information 
concerning  such  series  of  meetings,  pro¬ 
vided  that: 

(1)  Each  meeting  in  such  series  in¬ 
volves  the  same  particular  matters  and 

(ii)  Each  meeting  is  scheduled  to  be 
held  no  more  than  thirty  days  after  the 
initial  meeting  in  the  series. 

(2)  Upon  the  request  of  any  Commis¬ 
sioner,  the  Commission  shall  make  a  de¬ 
termination  as  to  closure  pursuant  to 
this  subsection  if  any  person  whose  in¬ 
terests  may  be  directly  affected  by  a  por¬ 
tion  of  a  meeting  requests  the  Commis¬ 
sion  to  close  such  portion  or  portions  to 
public  observation  for  any  of  the  grounds 
specified  in  subsection  (a)  (5),  (6),  or 
(7)  of  this  section. 

(3)  The  determination  to  close  any 
meeting  to  public  observation  pursuant  to 
this  section  shall  be  made  at  least  one 
week  prior  to  the  meeting  or  the  first  of  a 
series  of  meetings  as  the  case  may  be. 
If  a  majority  of  the  Commissiwiers  deter¬ 
mines  by  recorded  vote  that  agency  busi¬ 
ness  requires  the  meeting  to  take  place 
at  any  earlier  date,  the  closure  deter¬ 
mination  and  announcement  thereof 
shall  be  made  at  the  earliest  practicable 
time.  Within  one  day  of  any  vote  taken 
on  whether  to  close  a  meeting  imder  this 
section,  the  Commission  shall  make 
available  to  the  public  a  written  record 
reflecting  the  vote  of  each  Commissioner 
on  the  question,  including  a  full  written 
exidanation  of  its  action  in  closing  the 
meeting  portion  (s)  thereof,  or  series  of 
meetings,  together  with  a  list  of  all  per¬ 
sons  expected  to  attend  the  meeting(s) 
or  portion(s)  thereof  and  their  affilia¬ 
tion,  subject  to  the  provisions  of  subsec¬ 
tion  (c)  of  this  section. 

(4)  For  every  meeting  or  series  of 
meetings  closed  pursuant  to  this  section, 
the  General  Counsel  of  the  Parole  Com¬ 
mission  shall  publicly  certify  that,  in 
Counsel’s  opinion,  the  meeting  may  be 
closed  to  the  public  and  shall  state  each 
relevant  exemptive  provision. 
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§  16^04  Public  notice. 

(a)  Requirements.  Every  open  meet¬ 
ing  and  meeting  closed  pursuant  to  §  16.- 
203  shall  be  preceded  by  a  public  an¬ 
nouncement  posted  before  the  main  en¬ 
trance  to  the  Chairman’s  Office  at  the 
Commission’s  headquarters,  320  First 
Street.  Northwest,  Washington,  D.C., 
and.  in  the  case  of  a  meeting  held  else¬ 
where.  in  a  prominent  place  at  the  loca¬ 
tion  in  which  the  meeting  will  be  held. 
Such  announcement  shall  be  transmitted 
to  the  Federal  Register  for  publication 
and.  in  addition,  may  be  issued  through 
the  Department  of  Justice,  Office  of  Pub¬ 
lic  Information,  as  a  press  release,  or  by 
such  other  means  as  the  Commission 
shall  deem  reasonable  and  appropriate. 

The  announcement  shall  furnish:  (1) 

A  brief  description  of  the  subject  matter 
to  be  discussed;  (2)  The  date,  place,  and 
approximate  time  of  the  meeting;  (3) 
1/^ether  the  meeting  will  be  open  or 
closed  to  public  observation;  and  (4) 
The  name  and  telephone  number  of  the 
official  designated  to  respond  to  requests 
for  information  concerning  the  meeting. 
See  §  16.205(d)  for  the  notice  require¬ 
ment  applicable  to  meetings  closed  pursu¬ 
ant  to  that  section. 

(b)  Time  of  notice.  The  announce¬ 
ment  required  by  this  section  shall  be 
released  to  the  public  at  least  one  week 
prior  to  the  meeting  announced  therein 
except  where  a  majOTity  of  the  members 
of  the  Commission  determines  by  a  re¬ 
corded  vote  that  Commission  business 
requires  earlier  consideration.  In  the 
event  of  such  a  determination,  the  an¬ 
nouncement  shall  be  made  at  the  earliest 
practicable  time. 

(c)  Amendments  to  notice.  The  time 
or  place  of  a  meeting  may  be  changed 
following  the  announcement  only  if  the 
Commission  publicly  annoimces  such 
change  at  the  earliest  practicable  time- 
The  subject  matter  of  a  meeting,  or  de¬ 
termination  of  the  Commission  to  open 
or  close  a  meeting,  or  portion  of  a  meet¬ 
ing,  to  the  public  may  be  changed  fol¬ 
lowing  the  announcement  only  if : 

(1)  A  majority  of  the  entire  mem¬ 
bership  of  the  Commission  determines 
by  a  recorded  vote  that  Commission  busi¬ 
ness  so  requires  and  that  no  earlier  an¬ 
nouncement  of  the  change  was  possible, 
and 

(2)  The  Commission  publicly  an¬ 
noimces  such  change  and  the  vote  of 
each  member  upon  such  change  at  the 
earliest  practicable  time;  Provided,  That 
individual  items  which^  have  been  an¬ 
nounced  for  Commission  consideration  at 
a  closed  meeting  may  be  deleted  without 
notice. 

§  16.205  Closed  meetings — informal 

procedure. 

(a)  Finding.  Based  upon  a  review  of 
the  meetings  of  the  UJ3.  Parole  Commis¬ 
sion  since  the  effective  date  of  the  Parole 
Commission  and  Reorganization  Act 
(May  14,  1976),  the  regulations  Issued 
pursuant  thereto  (28  CFR  Part  2)  the 
experience  of  the  U.S.  Board  of  Parole, 
and  the  regulations  pertaining  to  the 
Commission’s  authority  under  29  U.S.C. 
504  and  29  U.S.C.  1111  (28  CFR  Parts 


4  and  4a) .  the  Commission  finds  that  the 
majority  of  its  meetings  may  properly 
be  clos^  to  the  public  pursuant  to  5 
U.S.C.  552b  (d)  (4)  and  (c)  (10) .  The  ma¬ 
jor  part  of  normal  Commission  business 
lies  in  the  adjudication  of  individual 
parole  cases,  all  of  which  proceedings 
commence  with  an  initial  parole  or  revo¬ 
cation  hearing  and  are  determined  on  the 
record  thereof.  - 

(1)  Original  jurisdiction  caseo  are  de¬ 
cided  at  bi-monthly  meetings  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Commissioners  (28  CFR  2.17)  and 
by  the  entire  Commission  in  conjunction 
with  each  business  meeting  of  the  Cmn- 
mission  (held  at  least  quarterly)  (28 
CFR  2.27). 

(2)  ’The  National  Appeals  Board  nor¬ 
mally  decides  cases  by  sequential  vote 
on  a  daily  basis,  but  may  meet  from  time 
to  time  for  joint  deliberations.  In  the 
period  from  October.  1975  through  Sep¬ 
tember,  1976,  the  National  Appeals  Board 
made  2,072  Appiellate  decisions. 

(3 )  Finally,  over  the  last  two  years  the 
Commission  determined  eleven  cases  un> 
der  the  Labor  and  Pension  Acts,  which 
are  proceedings  pursuant  to  5  U.S.C. 
554.  The  only  meetings  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion  not  of  an  adjudicative  nature  in¬ 
volving  the  most  sensitive  inquiry  into 
the  personal  background  and  behavior  of 
the  individual  concerned,  or  involving 
sensitive  financial  information  concern¬ 
ing  the  parties  before  the  Commission, 
are  the  normal  business  meetings  of  the 
Commission,  which  are  held  at  least 
quarterly. 

(b)  Meetings  to  which  applicable.  The 
following  types  of  meetings  may  be 
closed  in  the  event  that  a  majority  of  the 
Commissioners  present  at  the  meeting, 
and  authorized  to  act  on  behalf  of  the 
Commission,  votes  by  recorded  vote  at 
the  beginning  of  each  meeting  or  portion 
thereof,  to  close  the  meeting  or  portions 
thereof : 

(1)  Original  jurisdiction  initial  and 
appellate  case  deliberations  conducted 
pursuant  to  28  CFR  2.17  and  2.27; 

(2)  National  Appeals  Board  delibera¬ 
tions  pursuant  to  28  CFR  2.26; 

(3)  Meetings  of  the  Commission  to 
conduct  a  hearing  on  the  record  regard¬ 
ing  applications  for  certificates  of  ex¬ 
emption  pursuant  to  the  Labor-Manage¬ 
ment  Reporting  and  Disclosure  Act  of 
1959,  29  n.S.C.  504,  and  the  Employee 
Retirement  Income  Security  Act  of  1974, 
29  U.S.C.  1111  (28  CFR  4.1-17  and  29 
CFR  4a.l-17). 

(c)  Written  record  of  action  to  close 
meeting.  In  the  case  of  a  meeting  or 
portion  of  a  meeting  closed  pursuant  to 
this  section,  the  Ccunmission,  shall  make 
available  to  the  public  as  soon  as  prac¬ 
ticable: 

(DA  written  record  reflecting  the  vote 
of  each  member  of  the  Commission  to 
close  the  meeting;  and 

(2)  A  certification  by  the  Commission’s 
General  Coimsel  to  the  effect  that  in 
Counsel’s  opinion,  the  meeting  may  be 
closed  to  the  public,  which  certification 
shall  state  each  relevant  exemptive  pro¬ 
vision. 

(d)  Public  notice.  In  the  case  of  meet¬ 
ings  closed  pursuant  to  this  section  the 


Commission  shall  make  a  public  an¬ 
nouncement  of  the  subject  matter  to  be 
considered,  and  the  date,  place,  and  time 
of  the  meeting.  The  announcement  de¬ 
scribed  herein  shall  be  released  to  the 
public  at  the  earliest  practicable  time. 

§  16>206  Transcripts,  minutes,  and  mis¬ 
cellaneous  documents  concerning 
commission  meetings. 

(a)  In  the  case  of  any  Commission 
meeting,  whether  often  or  closed,  the 
Commission  shall  maintain  and  make 
available  for  public  inspection  a  record 
of  the  final  vote  of  each  member  on  rules, 
statements  of  policy,  and  interpretations 
adopted  by  it:  18  U.S.C.  4203(d). 

(b)  The  Commission  shall  maintain  a 
complete  transcript  or  electronic  record* 
ing  adequate  to  record  fully  the  proceed¬ 
ings  of  each  meeting,  or  portion  of  a 
meeting,  closed  to  the  public  pursuant  to 
$  16.203.  In  the  case  of  a  meeting,  or  por¬ 
tion  of  a  meeting,  closed  to  the  public 
pursuant  to  §  16.205  of  these  regulations, 
the  Commission  may  maintain  either  the 
transcript  or  recording  described  above, 
or  a  set  of  minutes  unless  a  recording  is 
required  by  Title  18,  U.S.C.  4208(f).  The 
minutes  required  by  this  section  shall 
fully  and  clearly  describe  all  matters  dis¬ 
cussed  and  shall  provide  a  full  and  accu¬ 
rate  summary  of  any  actions  taken,  and 
the  reasons  therefor,  including  a  descrip¬ 
tion  of  each  of  the  views  expressed  on 
any  item  and  the  record  of  any  rollcall 
vote  (reflecting  the  vote  of  each  Com¬ 
missioner  on  the  question).  All  docu¬ 
ments  considered  in  connection  with  any 
action  shall  be  identified  in  such 
minutes. 

(c)  The  Commission  shall  retain  a 
copy  of  every  certification  executed  by 
the  General  Counsel’s  Office  pursuant  to 
these  regulations  together  with  a  state¬ 
ment  from  the  presiding  officer  of  the 
meeting,  or  portion  of  a  meeting  to  which 
the  certification  applies,  setting  forth  the 
time  and  place  of  the  meeting,  and  the 
persons  present. 

(d)  Nothing  herein  shall  affect  any 
other  provision  in  Commission  proced¬ 
ures  or  regulations  requiring  the  prep¬ 
aration  and  maintenance  of  a  record  of 
all  official  actions  of  the  CtMnmission. 

§  16.207  Public  access  to  non-exempt 
transcripts  and  minutes  -of  closM 
Commission  meetings— ^loeuments 
used  at  meetings  record  retention. 

(a)  Public  access  to  records.  Within  a 
reasonable  time  after  any  closed  meet¬ 
ing.  the  Commission  shtdl  make  available 
to  the  public,  in  the  Commission’s  Pub¬ 
lic  Reading  Room  located  at  320  First 
Street,  Northwest,  Washington.  D.C.,  the 
transcript,  electronic  recording,  or 
minutes  of  the  discussion  of  any  item  on 
the  agenda;  or  of  any  item  of  the  testi¬ 
mony  of  any  witness  received  at  such 
meeting,  maintained  hereunder,  except 
for  such  item  or  items  of  such  discussion 
or  testimony  contain  informaticm  which 
exempt  under  any  provision  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  in  the  Sunshine  Act  (PJj.  94- 
409),  or  of  any  amendment  thereto. 
Copies  of  non-exempt  transcripts,  or 
minutes,  or  a  transcriptlcm  of  such  re¬ 
cording  disclosing  the  identity  of  each 
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speaker,  shall  be  furnished  to  any  per¬ 
son  at  the  actual  cost  ot  duplicaticn  or 
transcription. 

<b)  Access  to  documents  identified  or 
discussed  in  any  Commissicm  meeting, 
open  or  closed,  shall  be  governed  by  De¬ 
partment  of  Justice  regulatlcois  at  28 
CFH  Part  16,  Subparts  C  and  D.  The 
Commission  reserves  the  right  to  invoke 
statutory  exemptions  to  disclosure  of 
such  documents  under  5  UB.C.  552  and 
552a,  and  applicable  regulations.  The 
exempticms  provided  in  UJS.C.  552b  (c) 
shall  i^ply  to  any  request  made  pur¬ 
suant  to  5  U.S.C.  552  or  552a  to  copy  of 
Inspect  any  transcripts,  recordings  or 
minutes  prepared  or  maintained  pur¬ 
suant  hereto. 

(c)  Retention  of  records.  The  Com¬ 
mission  shall  maintain  a  complete  ver¬ 
batim  copy  of  the  transcript,  or  a  com¬ 
plete  copy  of  the  minutes,  or  a  com¬ 
plete  electronic  recording  oi  each  meet¬ 
ing,  or  portion  of  a  meeting,  closed  to  the 
public,  for  a  period  of  at  least  two  years 
after  such  meeting,  or  until  one  year 
after  the  eoncluskm-.of  any  Commission 
proceeding  with  respect  to  which  the 
meeting  or  portion  thereof  was  held, 
whichever  occurs  later. 

§  16.208  Annual  report. 

The  Commlslon  shall  report  annually 
to  Congress  regarding  Its  compliance 
with  Simshlne  Act  requirements.  Includ¬ 
ing  a  tabulation  of  the  total  number  of 
meetings  open  to  the  public,  the  total 
niunber  of  meetings  closed  to  the  public, 
the  reasons  for  closing  such  meetings, 
and  a  description  oi  any  litigation 
brought  against  the  Ccanmlssimi  under 
this  section.  Including  any  costs  assessed 
against  the  Commission  In  such  lltlga- 
tlcm  and  whether  or  not  paid. 

Dated:  February  1, 1977. 

Curtis  C.  Crawford, 

AcUno  Chairman, 
United  States  Parole  Commission. 

[FR  Doc.77-8494  FUed  a-a-77;8:45  am] 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 
[40CFRPart52] 

[FRL  678-8] 

MISSOURI:  APPROVAL  AND  PROMULGA¬ 
TION  OF  IMPLEMENTATION  PLANS 

Approval  and  Disapproval  of  Compliance 
Schedules 

On  May  31.  1972  (37  FR  10842),  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  110  of  the  dean  Air  Act 
and  40  CFR  Part  51,  the  Administrator 
approved  portions  of  State  plans  for 
Implementatimi  of  the  national  amblrait 
air  quality  standards. 

On  June  3  and  October  1,  1976,  the 
State  of  Missouri  submitted  to  the  En¬ 
vironmental  Protection  Agency  ccxnpll- 
ance  schedules  to  be  considered  as  pro¬ 
posed  revlsl(ms  to  the  approved  plans 


pursuant  to  40  CFR  51.6.  40  CFR  51.8  re¬ 
quires  the  Administrator  to  iq>prove  or 
disapprove  compliance  schedules  sub¬ 
mitted  by  the  States.  Therefore,  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  proposes  the  approval  and 
disapproval  of  the  compliance  schedules 
listed  below. 

The  approvable  schedules  were 
adopted  by  the  State  and  submitted  to 
the  Ekivironmental  Protection  Agency 
after  notice  and  public  hearings  In  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  procedural  require¬ 
ments  of-40  CFR  51.4  and  51.6  and  the 
substantive  requirements  of  40  CTR  51.15 
pertaining  to  ■compliance  schedules.  The 
compliance  schedules  have  been  reviewed 
and  determined  to  be  consistent  with  the 
approved  control  strategies  of  MissourL 
This  determination  is  based  on  a  finding 
that  the  cc»npllance  schedules  will  not 
interfere  with  attainment  and  mainten¬ 
ance  of  NAAQS. 

Bach  approved  revision  establishes  a 
new  date  by  which  the  Individual  source 
must  comply  with  the  applicable  emis¬ 
sion  limitation  In  the  federally  approved 
State  Implementation  Plan.  This  date  is 
Indicated  In  the  table  bdow  imder  the 
heading  “Final  c(Hnpllance  date.**  In  all 
cases,  the  schedules  Include  Incremaital 
steps  toward  compliance  with  the  appli¬ 
cable  emission  limitations.  While  the 
tables  below  do  not  include  these  interim 
dates,  the  actual  compliance  schedules 
do.  The  “Effective  date”  column  In  the 
table  Indicates  the  date  the  etunpllance 
schedules  become  effective  for  purposes 
of  federal  enforcement. 

The  schedule  for  St.  Joseph  Light  and 
Power,  St.  Joseph,  Missouri,  Is  an  amend¬ 
ment  to  a  schedule  previously  published 
as  a  final  approval  on  January  23,  1975 
(40  FR  3566). 

The  schedule  for  International  Multi¬ 
foods  Corporation,  which  is  prc^xjsed  to 
be  disapproved  in  this  notice,  falls  to 
meet  the  requirements  of  40  CFR  51.15 
(b)  (1),  in  that  the  compliance  schedule 
extends  beyond  the  attainment  date  hi 
the  State  Implementation  Plan  and  the 
information  available  falls  to  demon¬ 
strate  that  emissions  from  the  source  will 
not  Interfere  with  attainment  and  main¬ 
tenance  of  Primary  National  Ambient 
Air  Quality  Standards. 


In  the  indication  of  proposed  approval 
and  disapproval  of  individual  c<xnpliance 
schedules,  the  Individual  schedules  are 
included  by  reference  only.  In  addition, 
since  the  large  number  of  compliance 
schedules  preclude  setting  forth  detailed 
reasons  for  approval  of  individual  sched¬ 
ules  in  the  Federal  Register,  an  evalua- 
tiMi  report  has  been  prepared  for  each 
individual  compliance  schedule.  These 
evaluation  reports  are  available  for  pub¬ 
lic  inspection  at  the  Environmental  Pro¬ 
tection  Agency  Regional  Office.  1735 
Baltimore,  Kansas  City,  Missouri.  The 
compliance  schedules  proposed  to  be  ap¬ 
proved  and  the  State  Implementation 
Plans  are  available  for  public  inspection 
at  the  Environmental  Protection  Agency 
Regional  Office:  the  Environmental  I»ro- 
tection  Agency,  Division  of  Stationary 
Source  Enforconent,  401  M  Street. 
Washington,  D.C.;  and  the  Missouri  De¬ 
partment  ol  Natural  Resources,  State 
Office  Building,  Jefferson  City,  Missouri. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
this  rulOTaaklng  by  submitting  written 
commente  in  triplicate  to  the  Region  VII 
office  at  the  above  address.  All  comments 
submitted  on  or  before  March  7,  1977 
win  be  considered.  AU  comments  re¬ 
ceived.  as  wril  as  copies  of  the  applicable 
Implementation  plans,  will  be  available 
for  Inspection  during  normal  business 
hours  at  the  Regional  Office. 

This  proposed  rulemaking  is  issued 
under  authority  of  section  110(a)  of  the 
Clean  Air  Act,  as  amended  (42  U.S.C. 
1857C-5). 

Date:  January  24, 1977. 

Charles  V.  Wright, 
Acting  Regional  Administrator. 


It  is  pr(^K>sed  to  amend  Part  52  of 
Chitoter  I,  Title  40  of  the  Code  of  Fed¬ 
eral  Regulations  as  foUows: 

Subpart  AA — Missouri 

1.  In  S  52.1335,  the  table  in  paragraph 
(a)  Is  amended  by  adding  the  foUowlng : 

§  52.1335  Compliance  schedules. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(a)  •  •  • 


Missouri 


Sourc* 

Befolatlon 

Location  involved 

Date 

adopted 

Elleetlve 

date 

Pinal 

eompUance 

nte 

•  • 

Associated  Electric  CooperatiTS:  Ooal- 
flred  boiler. 

•  • 

New  Madrid..  B-VI,  8-Vni 

Mexico  .  s-V 

• 

Mmj  »,we 

m 

Immecfifttdy. 

0 

Jane  15,1977 

Feb.  1,197S 

May  n.1977 

inf  bed  day  dryer. 

Bt.  Joseph  L^ht  A  Power:  Boiler  No. 
5. 

Hercnles,  Inc.:  Ammonium  nitrate 
fallinf  film  evaporator. 

SCJoaeph _ (•) 

Cartliafe _ 8-V 

_  .do _ 

do 

Anf.  tl,lS7« 

.do. _ 

Jnty  tLWn 

I  Regolation^^II  and  IV  sir  poUaUoo  eootrol  rscolattan  lor  Ois-Ksasas  CMy  BWtroiiotnBa  snai 

2.  In  §  52.1335,  the  table  in  paragraph  (b)  Is  amended  by  adding  the  fcdlowlng: 
}  52.1335  CxHnpliance  schedules. 


(b) 
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Minomri 


Bcffolatloa  Dkto  EffeetiTt  Final 

Sooiea  I  ofatlcB  involTad  a<lo|>M  data  oompUanoe 

data 


Intomational  MultiXoods  Corp.:  North  Kansaa  O  - . ^ . . Aug.  31, 1978 

Mechanical  sinara. 


•  Regulation  IV,  air  pollution  control  regulations  for  Kansas  City  metropolitan  area. 

(FB  Doc.77-8127  TOed  8-2-77;8:46  am] 


LEGAL  SERVICES  CORPORATION 

[45CFRPart  1«06] 

FINANCIAL  ASSISTANCE 

Procedures  Governing  Applications  For  and 
Denial  of  Refunding;  Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  77-2576  appearing  at  page 

4864  in  the  F^eral  Registeb  of 

Wednesday,  January  26,  1977,  the 

“COMMENT”  apiJearlng  on  pages  4864- 

4865  is  corrected  by  deleting  Section  3 
“Obligations  of  the  Corporation”  and 
substituting  the  following  language: 

3.  Obligations  of  the  Corporation.  The 
temporary  regulation  places  the  burden 
of  proof  in  every  case  upon  the  recipient. 
Section  1606.11  of  the  current  draft  im¬ 
poses  upon  the  Corporation  the  obliga¬ 
tion  of  proving,  by  a  preponderance  of 
the  evidence,  any  dispute  fact  relied 
upon  as  a  groiuid  for  denying  refunding 
on  a  ground  described  in  paragraph  (c) 
or  (d)  of  Section  1604.4.  On  all  oUier  Is¬ 
sues,  the  Corporation  has  the  obligation 
of  showing  that  there  is  a  substantial 
basis  for  denying  refunding. 

The  Regulations  Committee  believes 
there  is  no  legal  requirement  for  the  Cor¬ 
poration  to  assume  these  obligations,  but 
concluded  that  it  would  be  wise  policy  for 
it  to  do  so. 

Dated;  January  28, 1977. 

Alice  Daniel, 
Generai  Counsel, 
Legal  Services  Corporation. 

[FB  Doc.77-3308  Filed  2-2-77;8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

Coast  Guard 
[  46  CFR  Chapter  1  ] 

[COD  75-076] 

BENZENE  CARRIAGE  REQUIREMENTS 
Extension  of  Comment  Period 

This  notice  extends  the  period  for  com¬ 
ments  to  the  advance  notice,  published 
December  23,  1976  (41  FR  55897),  con¬ 
cerning  regulations  for  the  reduction  of 
personnd  exposure  to  benzene  vapors 
during  benzene  related  operations  on 
tank  ships  and  tank  barges. 

Because  of  considerable  interest  gen¬ 
erated  by  this  advance  notice,  and  the 


be  extended  30  days,  and  comments  will 
be  received  until  March  T,  1977. 

Dated:  January  31, 1977. 

H.  G.  Lyons, 

Acting  Chief,  Office  of 
Merchant  Marine  Safety. 

[FB  Doc.77-3403  FUed  2-2-77:8:45  am] 

UNITED  STATES  RAILWAY 
ASSOCIATION 
[49  CFR  Part  903] 

PUBLIC  ATTENDANCE  AT  MEETINGS  OF 

THE  BOARD  OF  DIRECTORS  OR  A  COM¬ 
MITTEE  OF  THE  BOARD  OF  DIRECTORS 

Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking 

Ihe  United  States  Railway  Association 
is  considering  the  Issuance  of  regulations 
to  Implement  the  “Government  in  the 
Sunshine  Act”  (5  U.S.C.  552b) ,  which  re¬ 
quires  the  Association,  among  other 
agencies,  to  open  its  meetings  to  public 
obsmratlcHi,  except  in  those  cases  speci¬ 
fied  in  the  statute  wherein  the  Associa¬ 
tion  may  decide  otherwise. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  proposed  rulemaking  by  submitting 
written  data,  views  and  arguments  to 
the  Office  of  the  General  CounseL  United 
States  Railway  Association,  Room  2222, 
2100  2nd  Street  S.W,  Washingtcxi.  D.C, 
20595.  Each  person  submitting  comments 
should  include  his  or  her  name  and  ad¬ 
dress,  identify  this  notice,  and  give  rea¬ 
sons  for  the  recommendations.  Com¬ 
ments  received  by  March  5.  1977,  will  be 
considered  before  final  action  is  taken 
on  this  proposal.  Copies  of  all  written 
comments  received  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  in  the 
Office  of  the  General  Counsel,  both  be¬ 
fore  and  after  the  date  of  closing.  The 
proposal  may  be  changed  in  the  light  of 
the  comments  received. 

It  will  be  the  policy  of  the  Associatimi 
that  the  meetings  of  its  Board  of  Direc¬ 
tors,  or  any  committee  thereof,  will  be 
open  to  public  observation  to  the  fullest 
extent  consistent  with  individual  rights 
and  the  Association’s  statutory  and  legal 
duties  to  carry  out  its  functions. 

Generally,  actions  of  the  Association 
are  taken  by  its  statutory  Board  of  Di¬ 
rectors,  Executive  Committee,  or  Finance 
CcKnmittee.  However,  there 'may  be  cases 
in  which  some  other  committee  of  the 


situation,  or  series  of  situations,  to  which 
the  “Sunshine”  Act  applies.  TTierefore, 
in  the  case  of  a  meeting  (as  defined  in 
§  903.2)  by  the  Board,  or  any  Committee 
of  it,  the  rules  proposed  in  this  notice 
would  apply  to  the  public  notice  of,  in¬ 
formation  about,  and  conduct  of,  that 
meeting.  In  addition,  by  virtue  of  section 
201(i)  (1)  of  the  Regional  Rail  Reorgani¬ 
zation  Act  of  1973,  as  amended,  the 
Finance  Committee  is  authorized  to  es¬ 
tablish,  revise  and  maintain  its  own  rules 
and  procedures.  Consequently  these 
rules,  as  they  may  be  changed  in  light 
of  the  comments  received,  may  be  sepa¬ 
rately  and  independently  adi^ted  by  the 
Finance  Committee. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  it  is 
proposed  to  amend  Chapter  IX  of  Title 
49,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  by  add¬ 
ing  a  new  Part  903,  as  set  forth  below. 

This  notice  is  issued  imder  tiie  author¬ 
ity  of  §  522b  of  Title  5,  United  States 
Code  and  section  202  of  the  Regional 
Rail  Reorganization  Act  of  1973  (45 
UB.C.  712).  / 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.  on  Janu¬ 
ary  28,  1977. 

Arthur  D.  Lewis, 
Chairman  of  the  Board,  United 
States  Railway  Association. 

PART  903— PUBLIC  ATTENDANCE  AT 
MEETINGS 

Sec. 

903.1  Purpose  and  Scope. 

903.2  Definitions. 

903.3  Open  meeting  policy. 

903.4  Scheduling  and  announcement  of 

meetings. 

903.5  Cases  In  which  a  meeting  may  be 

closed. 

903.6  Procedures  for  closing  meetings. 

903.7  Certlfloati<m  by  General  Couns^. 
003.8  Bequests  by  affected  persons  for 

closed  meeting. 

903.9  Public  availability  of  recorded  vote 

to  dose  meeting. 

903.10  Providing  Information  to  the  public. 

908.12  Procedures  for  open  meetings. 

908.13  Records  of  closed  meetings. 

903.14  Availability  of  records  to  the  public. 

Aothoritt:  5  U.S.C.  5626,  see.  202  Re¬ 
gional  Ball  Reorganization  Act  of  1978  (46 
UB.C.  712). 

§  903.1  Purpose  and  scope. 

(a)  Section  552b  of  Title  5,  United 
States  Ctode,  the  “Government  in  the 
Sunshine  Act”  requires  each  agency  to 
“open  every  portion  of  every  meeting” 
to  public  observatimi,  except  for  certain 
cases  enumerated  In  S  903.5. 

(b)  This  part  sets  forth  the  Associa- 
ticm’s  procedures  for  implemoiting  the 
Act,  with  respect  to  meetings  of  its 
Board  oi  Directors,  Ebcecutive  Commit¬ 
tee,  Finsuice  Ck>mmittee,  or  other  com¬ 
mittee  of  the  Board  of  Directors. 

§  903.2  Definitions. 

Unless  otherwise  required  by  the  ocm- 
text,  the  following  definitions  ap^  In 
this  part: 

“Association”  means  the  United  States 
Railway  Association. 


Coast  Guard’s  desire  to  obtain  all  rele-  Board  of  Directors  could  be  established 
vant  cmnmoits,  the  (xmiment  period  will  for  the  purpose  of  handling  a  specific 
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“Board  of  Directors”  means  the  Board 
of  Directors  of  the  Association,  estab¬ 
lished  by  section  201  of  the  Regional 
Rail  Reorganization  Act  oi  1973  (45 
U.S.C.  711),  and  include  the  Executive 
Committee  or  Finance  Committee,  estab¬ 
lished  by  that  section,  and  any  other 
Committee  of  the  Board  of  Directors. 

“Meeti^”  means  the  dellberati(Xi  ot 
tlie  Board  of  Directors  where  those  de¬ 
liberations  determine  or  result  In  the 
joint  conduct  or  disposition  of  official 
Association  business,  but  does  not  In¬ 
clude  deliberations  required  or  permitted 
by  section  552b  (d)  or  (e)  of  Title  5, 
United  States  Code. 

§  903.3  Open  meeting  policy. 

It  Is  the  policy  of  ttie  Associatlcm 
that  meetings  are  ixesumpttvdy  open 
to  public  observatioa  to  the  fullest  extent 
consistent  with  the  protection  of  individ¬ 
ual  rights  and  the  Association’s  obliga¬ 
tion  to  carry  out  its  responsibilities  and 
duties.  A  meeting,  part  of  a  meeting, 
or  series  meetings  win  not  be  closed 
to  pifblic  observation  unless  the  Board 
of  Directors  determines  specifically,  pur¬ 
suant  to  8  903.5.  that  the  meeting  or  In¬ 
formation  pertaining  to  the  meeting,  or 
both,  win  be  closed  to  public  observa- 
tl<xi. 

§  903.4  Scheduling  and  announcement 
of  meetings. 

(a)  Except  as  provided  In  paragraphs 

(c),  (d),  and  (e)  oi  this  section,  the 
Board  of  Directors  wfil  make  a  pulfile 
announcemrat  at  least  one  week  before 
a  meeting  It  has  scheduled.  The  an¬ 
nouncement  win  include  a  statemrat 
of— 

(1)  The  time,  place,  and  subject  mat¬ 
ter  of  the  meeting; 

(2)  Whether  the  meeting  Is  opai  or 
closed;  and 

(3)  The  name  and  telephcme  number 
of  the  Association  official  t^o  win  re¬ 
spond  to  requests  for  Information  about 
the  meeting. 

(b)  If  announcement  oi  the  subject 
matter  of  a  closed  meeting  would  reveal 
the  Informatlcm  that  the  meeting  Itself 
was  closed  to  protect,  the  subject  matter 
of  the  meeting  win  not  be  announced. 

(c)  After  public  announcement  of  a 
meeting,  the  time  and  place  of  the  meet¬ 
ing  win  be  changed  only  if  the  change  is 
pubUcly  announced  at  the  earliest  prac¬ 
ticable  time. 

(d)  After  public  annoimcement  of  a 
meeting,  its  subject  matter  or  the  deter¬ 
mination  to  open  or  close  It  wlU 
be  changed  cmly — 

(1)  Upon  a  majority,  recorded  vote  of 
the  membership  of  the  Board  (tf  Direc¬ 
tors  that  Association  business  requires 
the  change  and  that  no  eaidier  an¬ 
nouncement  was  possible;  and 

(2)  If  there  is  a  public  announcement 
of  the  change  and  of  the  member’s  votes, 
at  the  earliest  practicable  time. 

(e)  When  an  emergency  or  extraordi¬ 
nary  Association  business  so  reqiiires,  tiie 
Board  of  Directors  may  decide,  upon  a 
majority  recorded  vote  of  Its  members,  to 
schedule  a  meeting  for  a  date  earlier 
than  provided  in  paragraph  (a)  of  this 
section,  and  shall,  at  the  earliest  prac- 


ticaUe  time,  foOow  the  imcedures  in 
paragraph  (a)  (1),  (2),  and  (3)  of  this 
secticA. 

S  903.5  Cases  in  which  a  meeting  may 
be  dosed. 

(а)  A  meeting,  part  of  a  meeting,  or 
series  of  meetings  may  be  closed  to  pub¬ 
lic  observation,  and  information  pertain¬ 
ing  to  those  meetings  or  that  meeting 
may  be  withheld  from  the  public  when 
the  Board  of  Directors  determines  that 
the  meeting  or  disclosure  of  that  Infor¬ 
mation,  is  likely  to — 

(1)  Disclose  matters  that  are  (1)  spe¬ 
cifically  authorized  under  criteria  estab¬ 
lished  by  an  Executive  order  to  be  kept 
secret  In  the  interests  of  national  defense 
or  foreign  policy  and  <li)  in  fact  prop¬ 
erly  classified  pursuant  to  such  Executive 
order; 

(2)  Relate  solely  to  the  Internal  per¬ 
sonnel  rules  and  practices  oi  the  Asso¬ 
ciation; 

(3)  Disclose  matters  specifically  ex¬ 
empted  freon  disclosure  by  statute  (other 
than  section  552  of  'Iltle  5,  United  States 
Code),  provided  that  such  statute  (D  re¬ 
quires  that  the  matters  be  withheld  from 
the  public  In  such  a  manner  as  to  leave 
no  dlscreticm  on  the  Issue,  or  (11)  estab¬ 
lishes  particular  criteria  tor  withholding 
or  refers  to  particular  t3ri)es  of  matters 
to  be  withheld; 

(4)  Disclose  trade  secrets  and  com- 
mercial  or  financial  Information  obtained 
from  a  person  and  privileged  or  confiden¬ 
tial; 

(5)  Involve  accusing  any  person  of  a 
crime,  or  formally  censuring  any  per¬ 
son; 

(б)  Disclose  Information  of  a  personal 
nature  where  disclosure  would  constitute 
a  clearly  unwarranted  Invasion  of  per¬ 
sonal  privacy; 

(7)  Disclose  Investigatory  records  com¬ 
plied  for  law  enforcement  purposes,  or 
Inf  ormatlcm  vdilch  If  written  would  be 
contained  In  such  records,  but  only  to 
the  extent  that  the  production  of  such 
rec(»tis  or  Information  would  (1)  Inter¬ 
fere  with  enfmnement  proceedings,  (11) 
deprive  a  person  of  a  right  to  a  fair  trial 
or  an  Impartial  adjudication,  (tU)  con¬ 
stitute  an  xmwarranted  invasion  of  per¬ 
sonal  privacy,  (iv)  disclose  tiie  Identity 
of  a  confidential  source  and.  In  the  case 
of  a  record  complied  by  a  criminal  law 
enforcement  authority  In  the  course  of 
a  criminal  Investigation,  or  by  an  agency 
conducting  a  lawful  natloiial  security 
Intelligence  investigation,  confidential  In¬ 
formation  furnished  only  by  the  confi- 
d^tial  source,  (v)  disclose  investigative 
techniques  and  procedures,  or  (vl)  en¬ 
danger  the  life  or  physical  safety  of  law 
enforcement  perscmnel; 

(8)  Disclose  information  contained  In 
or  related  to  examination,  operation,  or 
condition  reports  prepared  by,  cm  be^lf 
of,  or  for  the  use  of  an  agency  responsible 
for  the  regulation  or  supervision  of  fi¬ 
nancial  Institutions; 

(9)  Disclose  Information  the  premature 
disclosure  of  which  would — 

(1)  In  the  case  of  an  action  by  the 
Association  Involving  regulation  of  cur¬ 
rencies,  securities,  commodities,  or  finan¬ 
cial  institutions,  be  likely  to  (A)  lead 


to  significant  financial  speculation  in 
currencies,  securities,  or  commodities,  or 
(B)  significantly  endanger  the  stability  of 
any  financial  institution;  or 

(ii)  be  likely  significantly  to  frustrate 
Implementation  of  a  proposed  Associa¬ 
tion  action, 

except  that  subparagraph  tii)  shall  not 
apply  in  any  Instance  where  the  Associa¬ 
tion  has  already  disclosed  to  the  public 
the  content  or  nature  of  its  proposed  ac¬ 
tion,  or  where  the  Association  is  required 
by  law  to  make  such  disclosure  on  its  own 
initiative  prior  to  taking  final  Association 
action  on  such  proposal ;  or 

(10)  l^?ecifi<^y  concern  the  Associa¬ 
tion’s  Issuance  of  a  subpoena,  or  its  par¬ 
ticipation  in  a  civil  action  or  proceeding, 
an  action  In  a  foreign  court  or  interna¬ 
tional  trlbtmal,  or  an  arbitration,  or  the 
InltiatKHi,  conduct,  or  disposition  by  it 
of  a  particular  case  of  formal  adjudica¬ 
tion  pursuant  to  the  procedures  in  sec - 
tl(m  554  of  Utle  5,  United  States  Code  or 
otherwise  Involvl^  a  determination  on 
the  record  after  opportunity  for  a  hear¬ 
ing. 

(b)  Hie  Board  of  Directors  may  open 
a  meeting,  or  a  part  thereof,  that  could 
be  closed  under  any  provision  of  this  sec- 
ti<m,  if  it  finds  that  it  would  be  in  the 
public  interest  to  do  so. 

§  903.6  Procedures  for  closing  meetings. 

(a)  Hie  Board  of  Directors  may  de¬ 
cide  to  close  a  meeting,  or  a  part  thereof, 
or  to  withhold  information  pertaining 
thereto,  cmly  upon  the  affirmative  vote 
of  a  majority  of  its  membership. 

(b)  A  single  vote  may  be  taken  with 
respect  to  a  series  of  meetings,  all  or  part 
of  i^di  are  proposed  to  be  closed  to 
public  observation,  or  with  respect  to  any 
Information  ctmcemlng  the  series  of 
meetings.  If  each  meeting  in  the  series 
Involves  the  same  matters  and  is  sched¬ 
uled  to  be  held  not  more  than  30  days 
after  the  first  meeting  in  the  series. 

(c)  If  a  decision  is  made  to  open  or 
close  a  meeting,  part  of  a  meeting,  or 
series  of  meetings,  the  Association  will 
prepare  a  full  written  explanation  of  the 
closure  action  together  with  a  list  of  the 
names  of  persons  expected  to  attend,  and 
stating  the  affiliation  (rf  each  of  those 
persons,  and  shall  make  such  explana¬ 
tion  publicly  available  within  one  day 
of  that  decision. 

(d)  Proxy  votes  are  not  allowed  under 
this  sectiem. 

(e)  A  written  copy  oi  any  vote  taken 
pursuant  to  S  903.5  to  close  a  meeting, 
or  portion  thereof,  reflecting  the  vote  of 
each  monber  of  the  Board  of  Directors 
on  the  question,  shall  be  made  publicly 
available  within  one  day  of  such  vote. 

§  903.7  Ortificalion  by  General  C.01111- 
sel. 

(a)  In  each  case  that  the  Board  of 
Directors  has  voted  to  close  a  meeting, 
part  of  a  meeting,  or  series  of  meetings, 
the  General  Counsel  of  the  Association 
shall  publicly  certify  that,  in  his  (pin¬ 
ion,  the  meeting  may  be  closed  to  the 
public  and  the  relevant  provision  of 
8  903.5(a)  under  which  It  may  be  closed. 

(b)  The  Associati(A  will  retain  a  copy 
of  each  certification  under  this  section. 
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together  with  a  statement  of  the  presid¬ 
ing  officer  of  the  meeting  settii^  forth 
the  time  and  place  of  the  meeting  and 
listing  the  persons  present. 

§903.8  Requests  by  affected  persons  for 
closed  meetings. 

(a)  Whenever  a  person  whose  inter¬ 
ests  may  be  directly  affected  by  a  meet¬ 
ing,  part  of  a  meeting,  or  series  of  meet¬ 
ings  requests  closure  for  a  reason  stated 
in  §  903.5(a)  (5),  (6),  or  (7),  the  Board 
of  Directors  shall  upon  the  motion  of 
any  of  its  members,  decide  by  recorded 
vote  whether  to  grant  that  request. 

(b)  If  a  closure  decision  is  made,  the 
Board  of  Directors  shall  prepare  a  full 
written  explanation  of  the  action,  a  list 
of  the  persons  expected  to  attend  the 
meeting  or  meetings,  and  a  statement  of 
the  affiliation  of  each  of  those  persons. 

§  903.9  Public  availability  of  recorded 
vote  to  close  meeting. 

(a)  Information  available  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  in  accordance  with  this  part  will  be 
posted  in  the  Office  of  Public  Informa¬ 
tion,  Room  2212,  2100  2nd  Street  S.W., 
Washington,  D.C. 

(b)  A  person  or  organization  may  ob¬ 
tain  copies  of  that  information  from  the 
Office  of  Public  Information,  Room  2212, 
2100  2nd  Street  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20595. 

§903.11  Publication  of  notice  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

,  Immediately  after  each  public  an¬ 
nouncement  required  by  this  part,  the 
Association  will  submit  the  sub^nce  of 
that  announc^ent  for  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

§  903.12  Meeting  places. 

Each  meeting  to  which  this  part  ap¬ 
plies  will  be  held  in  a  meeting  room  des¬ 
ignated  in  the  public  annoimcement  of 
that  meeting. 

§  903.13  Procedures  for  open  meetings. 

(a)  A  member  of  the  public  may  at¬ 
tend  an  open  meeting  only  for-  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  observation. 

(b)  When  a  meeting  is  partly  closed, 
each  observer  .shall  leave  the  meeting, 
upon  request,  when  the  time  fcH*  the 


discussion  of  the  exempted  matter 
arrives. 

§  903.14  Records  of  closed  meetings. 

(a)  The  Association  shall  retain  a  rec¬ 
ord  of  each  meeting  or  part  thereof  that 
is  closed  pursuant  to  this  peut  for  two 
years  or  until  one  year  after  the  con¬ 
clusion  of  the  proceeding  with  respect 
to  which  such  meeting  or  portion  thereof 
was  held,  whichever  occurs  later.  The 
record  may  be  a  recording  or  a  transcript, 
or  in  the  case  of  a  closure  piusuant  to 
§  903.5(a)  (8),  (9)  (A),  or  (10),  minutes 
or  a  recording  or  transcript. 

(b)  In  a  case  where  minutes  are  used, 
the  minutes  will  fully  and  clearly  describe 
aU  matters  discussed  and  a  full  and  ac¬ 
curate  summary  of  the  actions  taken, 
with  the  reasons  therefor,  including  a 
description  of  each  view  expressed  on  any 
item  and  a  record  of  each  rollcall  vot^ 
reflecting  the  vote  of  each  member.  The 
minutes  shall  identify  all  documents  con¬ 
sidered  in  connection  with  any  actiem. 

§  903.15  Availability  of  records  to  the 
public. 

(a)  The  Association  wlU  promptly 
make  available  to  tlie  public,  the  tran¬ 
script,  recording,  or  minutes  of  each 
closed  meeting,  part  of  a  meeting,  or 
series  of  meetings,  except  for  informa¬ 
tion  that  may  be  withheld  imder  §  903.5 
(a) .  at  the  actual  cost  of  the  duplication 
or  transcription. 

(b)  The  nonexempt  parts  of  tran¬ 
scripts,  recordings  or  minutes  are  in  the 
custody  of  Secretary  of  the  Association. 
Facilities  are  available  for  the  review  of 
those  records. 

^  (c)  Each  request  for  a  copy  of  a  non¬ 
exempt  part  of  a  transcript,  recording 
or  minutes  must  be  made  to  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Association,  Ro(Mn  2212,  2100 
2nd  Street  S.W.,  Washington.  D.C.  20595. 
The  request  must — 

(1)  Identify  the  record  sought;  and 

(2)  Include  a  statement  that  the  costs 
involved  will  be  accepted  by  the  requester 
or  set  forth  the  amount  up  to  which  the 
requester  will  accept  the  costs. 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 
[  50  CFR  Part  17  ] 

ENDANGERED  AND  THREATENED 
WILDLIFE  AND  PLANTS 

Proposed  Endangered  or  Threatened  Status 
for  41  U.S.  Species  of  Fauna 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  77-809,  appearing  at  page 
2507  in  the  issue  for  Wednesday,  Janu¬ 
ary  12, 1977,  the  following  changes  should 
be  made: 

1.  In  the  tenth  line,  first  column,  page 
2508,  “Dillion  Beach”  should  read  “Dillon 
Beach”. 

2.  In  the  16th  line,  third  full  para- 
graiAi,  first  column,  page  2508,  “ganteria” 
should  read  “ganteri”. 

3.  The  following  text  should  be  added 
to  the  end  of  the  first  full  paragraph, 
third  column,  page  2508:  “compounds 
associated  with  mining  form  sulphuric 
acids  and  decrease  stream  pH.” 

4.  In  the  12th  line  of  the  second  full 
paragraph,  third  column,  page  2509, 
“spiny  river”  should  read  “spiny  river 
snail”. 

5.  In  the  last  line  of  the  first  para¬ 
graph,  third  column,  page  2510,  “Shelvy- 
ville”  should  read  “Shelbsrville”. 

6  In  the  12th  line,  bottom  paragraph, 
third  column,  page  2510,  and  in  the  17th 
line,  first  full  paragraph,  first  column, 
page  2511,  “Susan  Creek”  should  read 
“Swan  Creek.” 

7.  In  the  table  in  §  17.11,  page  2514, 
under  “Cetaceans”  the  “Special  rules” 
entries  for  “Oayflsh,  Big  South  Pork” 
and  “Crasrfish,  Chickamauga”,  now 
reading  “1”,  should  read  “2”;  and  in  the 
scientific  name  of  the  last  entry  in  the 
table  “commingr’  shotild  read  “cum- 
mingi”. 

8.  In  the  fifth  line  of  S  17.95(e)  (5)  (1) , 
first  column,  page  2515,  “mouth  of  Dick- 
Insonville”  should  read  “mouth  to  Dick- 
Insonville”. 

9.  In  the  third  line  of  S  17.95(g)  (8)  (i), 
middle  column,  page  2S15,  “I/n^toxis” 
should  read  “Leptoxis”. 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Farmers  Home  Administration  < 
[Notice  of  Deelgnstlon  No.  A430] 
NORTH  CAROUNA 
Designation  of  Emergency  Areas 

The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  has  de¬ 
termined  that  fanning,  ranching,  or  ac- 
quaculture  operations  have  been  8til>- 
stantially  affected  in  Nash  County,  North 
Carolina,  as  a  result  of  extreme  drought 
April  1  tiirough  May  1,  1976,  and  June  1 
through  October  1, 1976. 

Therefore,  the  Secretary  has  designat¬ 
ed  this  area  as  eligible  for  emergency 
loans  pnirsuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Consolidated  Farm  and  Rural  Devdop- 
ment  Act,  as  amended  by  Public  Law  94- 
68,  and  the  provisions  of  7  CFR  1832.3(b) 
including  the  recommendation  of  Gov¬ 
ernor  James  E.  Holshouser,  Jr.  that  such 
designation  be  made. 

Applications  for  emergency  loans  must 
be  received  by  this  Department  no  later 
than  March  21,  1977,  for  i^iyslcal  losses 
and  October  19,  1977,  for  producttai 
losses,  "except  that  qualified  borrowers 
who  receive  Initial  loans  pursusmt  to  this 
designation  may  be  ell^le  for  subse¬ 
quent  loans.  The  urgency  of  the  need  for 
loans  in  the  designated  area  makes  tt  im¬ 
practicable  and  contrary  to  the  public  in¬ 
terest  to  give  advance  notice  of  lunposed 
rulemaking  and  invite  public  participa¬ 
tion. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C..  this  20th 
day  of  January  1977. 

Joseph  R.  Hansoh, 

Acting  Administrator, 
Farmers  Home  Administratiom. 

[ra  E)oc.77-SS63  PUed  8-3-77:8:46  am] 

CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

[Order  77-1-158;  Docket  28795;  Agreement 
CAB  250801 

AMERICAN  SOCIETY  OF  TRAVEL  AGENTS, 
INC 

Order  Modifying  Authorizatioa 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington.  D.C.  on 
the  28th  day  of  January,  1977. 

In  the  matter  of  agreement  among 
certain  air  carriers,  the  American  Socie¬ 
ty  of  Travti  Agent^  Inc.,  and  the  Amer¬ 
ican  Express  Company, 

By  Order  76-8-156,  August  31,  1976, 
the  Board  approved  an  agre^ent  among 
certain  air  carriers,  the  American  Socie¬ 
ty  of  Travti  Agents,  Inc.  (ASTA),  and 
the  American  Express  Company  estab¬ 
lishing  the  conditions  under  the 

parties  would  undertake  certain  pflot 
projects  designed  to  test  the  feasibility 
establishing  a  multicarrler/travd  agent 


reservation  transfer  system.^  The  agree¬ 
ment  specified  that  the  pilot  projects 
were  to  be  completed  by  June  1, 1977. 

A  question  subsequently  arose  among 
the  parties  as  to  whether  the  Board  or¬ 
der  approving  the  agre^ent  limited 
their  consideration  of  vendors  for  the  ex¬ 
periment  to  ctxnpanles  offering  the  type 
of  computerized  reservation  system  de¬ 
scribed  in  the  agreement,  1.  e,  the  TRAV- 
ICOM  system.*  Counsel  for  the  partici¬ 
pants  thereufion  raised  this  question  in  a 
letter  to  the  Director  of  the  Board’s  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Operating  Rights.  In  responding 
on  November  3,  1976,  the  DlrecUn  stated 
his  belief  that  the  discusslcnis  were  so 
limited.  On  December  3,  1976,  the  par¬ 
ties  petitioned  the  Board  requesting 
“modification  of  Agre^ent  CAB  25980 
and  of  Board  Order  76-8-156  to  permit 
consideration  of  additloDal  Pilot  Project 
systems  and  additional  vendors.”  In  this 
connection,  the  parties  noted,  in  part, 
that  their  experience  to  date  polnt^  to 
the  desirability  of  testing  sevmd  dlfftf - 
ent  systems  in  an  operational  environ¬ 
ment  using  dlffermt  vendors  and  differ¬ 
ent  site  locations. 

In  a  related  filing,  Tymeshare/Westem 
Twenty  Nine  (Tymeshare)  filed  a  peti¬ 
tion  which,  as  amended,  urges  that  the 
Board  exE>^ltlously  grant  authority  for 
additional  pilot  projects  and  extend  the 
tbne  for  c<xnpletlon  of  aU  pilot  projects 
to  October  31, 1977.* 

It  appears  to  the  Board  that  the  par¬ 
ses*  request  for  modification  ot  the 
agreement  and  order  is  reascmable  and 
may  result  In  a  more  definitive  and  use¬ 
ful  period  of  research  that  might  other¬ 
wise  be  possible.  Accordingly,  we  win 
grant  the  petition.  We  do  not  ccmstnie 
the  parties'  request  to  be  limited  in  na¬ 
ture  or  scope,  e^„  as  to  (1)  the  type  of 
systems  which  may  be  considered  (2) 
the  number  ot  pOot  projects  which  may 
be  undertaken,  (3)  the  site  locations, 
(4)  the  number  of  agents  involved  in  a 


^The  following  air  carriers  are  parties  to 
the  agreement:  American  Airlines,  Braniff 
International,  Continental  Air  Lines,  Delta 
Air  Lines,  Eastern  Air  Lines,  Hughes  Airwest, 
National  Airlines,  Northwest  Airlines,  Pan 
Ahaerlcan  World  Airways,  Trans  World  Air¬ 
lines.  United  Air  TJnea,  and  Westmi  Air 
Lines,  hereinafter  referred  to  as  “the  par¬ 
ties’*. 

*Videoom  Is  a  company  dcMnlclled  In  the 
United  Kingdom  which  designed  and  de¬ 
veloped  and  holds  all  the  rights  in  the  hard¬ 
ware  and  software  for  the  IHAVICOM  sys¬ 
tem.  TRAVICOIC  Is  a  common  reservation 
system  employing  an  “InteUigent  transfer** 
concept. 

*  Tymeshare  Is  a  California  corporation 
specializing  In  travel  agency  ticketing  and 
acootmtlng  systems  through  an  International 
computer  network. 


project,  or  (5)  the  number  of  vendors. 

Also,  as  requested,  we  shall  extend  the 
duration  of  our  approval  to  October  31, 
1977.* 

Accordingly,  It  is  ordered  that:  1.  The 
modifications  to  Agreement  CAB  25980 
described  above,  be  and  they  hereby  are 
approved,  subject  to  the  conditions,  as 
amended  herein,  in  ordering  paragraph 
1  of  Order  76-8-156; 

2.  Ordering  paragraph  Kg)  of  Order 
76-8-156  be  and  It  hereby  is  amended  to 
read: 

“(g)  ’The  pilot  projects  approved  here¬ 
in  shall  be  completed  by  October  31. 
1977;**  and 

3.  TTie  petitions  of  the  parties  and  of 
T3maeshare  be  and  they  hereby  are 
granted  to  the  extent  Indicated  herein 
and  denied  in  all  other  respects;  and 

4.  ’This  order  shall  be  served  on  The 
American  Society  of  Travel  Agents,  The 
American  Express  Company,  all  certifi¬ 
cated  air  carriers,  Tymeshare/Westem 
Twenty  Nine,  and  all  other  persons  who 
responded  to  the  filing  of  the  original 
application  of  the  parties  and  on  the 
United  States  Departments  of  'Transpor¬ 
tation  and  Justice. 

This  order  shall  be  published  in  the 

FSOEBAL  RSGISTEK. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board : 

Phtllis  T.  Katlor. 

Secretary. 

IFB  Doc.77-3405  PUed  2-2-77:8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Economic  Development  Administration 

LOCAL  PUBLIC  WORKS  CAPITAL  DEVEL¬ 
OPMENT  AND  INVESTMENT  PROGRAM 

Notice  of  Denial  of  Proposed  Projects 

On  December  23,  1976,  the  Economic 
Development  Administration  (EDA) 
published  a  notice  in  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter  listing  those  projects  selected,  sub¬ 
ject  to  final  clearance,  under  the  Local 
Public  Works  Capital  Development  and 
Investment  Program  and  denying  all 
other  applications  originally  submitted 
on  or  before  C.O.B.  December  3,  1976  or 
resubmitted  on  or  before  C.O.B.  Decem¬ 
ber  9.  1976. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  to  all  applicants 
that  all  new  ai^llcations  orlginiEdly  sub¬ 
mitted  between  the  dates  December  4. 
1976,  and  January  31, 1977,  inclusive,  and. 


*■  The  Board  notes  that  by  letter  dated  No¬ 
vember  23,  1976,  the  i>artliai  sought  confir¬ 
mation  fimn  tlM  Director.  Bureau  of  Operat¬ 
ing  Bights  that  their  actions  to  date  were  In 
acoMdance  with  Order  76-8-158.  In  view  of 
our  actions  herein.  It  Is  not  necessary  to  re¬ 
spond  to  the  request  of  the  parties. 
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all  applications  resubmitted  between  tbe 
dates  December  10. 1976.  and  January  SI. 
1977.  Inclusive,  have  been  denied  by  ttie 
Assistant  Secretary. 

Dated:  January  31.  1977. 

John  W.  Eden. 
Assistant  Secretary 
for  Economic  Development. 


National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration 

G.  CAUSEY  WHITTOW 

Receipt  of  Application  for  Scientific  Re¬ 
search  and  Scientific  Purposes  Endan¬ 
gered  Species 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  Applicant  has  applied  for  a  Permit 
for  sclentiflc  purposes  imder  the  Bbi- 
dangered  Species  Act  of  1973  (16  U.S.C. 
1531-1543) . 

Dr.  G.  CJausey  Whittow.  Professor  of 
Physiology.  Kewala  Marine  Laboratory. 
University  of  Hawaii.  41  Ahul  Street. 
Honolulu,  Hawaii  96813,  to  conduct  re¬ 
search  on  the  Hawaiian  monk  seal 
(Monachus  schaunislandi)  listed  as  en¬ 
dangered  under  the  Endangered  Species 
Act  of  1973  (41  P.R.  51611  November  23, 
1976;  effective  December  23, 1976) . 

The  Applicant  holds  a  Permit  imder 
the  authority  of  the  Marine  Mammal 
Protection  Act  of  1972,  to  conduct  re¬ 
search  on  this  species  and  In  view  of 
recent  listing  cit^  above  has  requested 
authorization  to  continue  the  research  in 
compliance  with  the  provisions  of  the 
Endangered  Species  Act  of  1973.  The 
aims  of  the  study  are: 

a.  Document  the  behavior  of  the  seals 
as  they  regulate  their  body  temperature; 

b.  Measure  the  solar  heat  load  to 
which  the  seals  are  exposed ; 

c.  Determine  to  what  extent  the  seals 
are  adapted  to  hot  climate  and  the  role 
of  climatic  factors  In  the  behavior,  dis¬ 
tribution,  numbers  and  movements  of 
the  seals. 

In  the  course  of  these  studies  it  will 
not  be  necessary  to  obtain  any  samples 
from  the  animals  or  will  it  be  necessary 
that  any  animals  be  restrained.  The  data 
is  collected  by  remote  sensing  equipment 
and  observation  from  a  distance. 

Documents  submitted  In  connection 
with  this  application  are  available  for 
review  in  the  following  ofBces: 

Director,  National  Marine  Fisheries  Service, 
3300  Whitehaven  Street  NW.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.;  and 

Regional  Director,  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service,  Southwest  Region,  300  South  Ferry 
Street,  Terminal  Island,  California  90731. 

Written  data  or  views,  or  request  for 
a  public  hearing  on  this  application, 
should  be  submitted  to  the  Director,  Na¬ 
tional  Marine  Fisheries  Service,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Commerce,  Washington,  D.C. 
20235,  on  or  before  March  7, 1977.  Those 
Individuals  requesting  a  hearing  should 
set  forth  the  sp^ific  reasons  why  a 
hearing  on  this  pSullcular  application 
would  be  appropriate.  The  holding  of 
such  hearing  Is  at  the  discretion  of  the 
Director. 


All  statements  and  opinions  that  may 
be  contained  in  this  notice  In  support 
of  this  application  are  summaries  of 
those  of  the  AniUcant  and  do  not  neces¬ 
sarily  reflect  the  views  of  the  National 
Marine  Fisheries  Service. 

Robert  J.  Ayers, 
Acting  Assistant  Director  for 
Fisheries  Management,  Na¬ 
tional  Marine  Fisheries  Serv¬ 
ice. 

January  27, 1977. 

|FR  Doc.77-3415  FUed  2-2-77;8;45  am] 


SOUTH  ATLANTIC  FISHERY 
MANAGEMENT  COUNCIL 

Notice  of  Public  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  of  a  meeting  of 
the  South  Atlantic  Fishery  Management 
Council  established  by  Section  302  of  the 
Fishery  Conservation  and  Management 
Act  of  1976  (Pub.  L.  94-265) . 

The  South  Atlantic  Council  will  have 
authority,  effective  March  1,  1977,  over 
fisheries  within  the  fishery  conservation 
zone  adjacent  to  east  coast  of  Florida, 
Georgia,  North  Carolina,  and  South 
Carolina.  The  Council  will,  among  other 
things,  prepare  and  submit  to  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Commerce  fishery  management 
plans  with  respect  to  the  fisheries  within 
its  area  of  authority,  prejiare  comments 
on  applications  for  foreign  fishing,  and 
conduct  public  hearings. 

The  meeting  will  be  held  Tuesday 
through  Thursday,  February  22,  23  and 
24, 1977,  at  the  Holiday  Inn,  Hutchinson 
Island,  AlA  North,  Jensen  Beach,  Flor¬ 
ida.  The  meeting  will  convene  at  1:30 
p.m.  on  February  22,  1977,  and  adjourn 
at  about  noon  on  February  24.  The  dally 
sessions  will  start  at  9:00  a.m.  and  ad¬ 
journ  at  5:00  pjn.,  except  as  otherwise 
noted.  The  meeting  may  be  extended  or 
shortened  depending  on  progress  on  the 
agenda. 

Proposed  Agenda: 

1.  Council  Organization  and  Adminis¬ 
tration  Procedures. 

2.  Technical  Procedures  Including 
Fishery  Management  Plan  Development. 

3.  Review  of  foreign  fishing  applica¬ 
tions,  if  any. 

4.  Other  fishery  management  business. 

This  meeting  is  open  to  the  public  and 

there  will  be  seating  for  a  limited  num¬ 
ber  of  public  members  available  on  a  first 
come,  first  served  basis.  Members  of  the 
public  having  an  interest  in  specific  items 
for  discussion  are  also  advised  that 
agenda  changes  are  at  times  made  prior 
to  the  meeting.  To  receive  information  on 
changes,  if  any.  made  to  the  agenda,  in¬ 
terested  members  of  the  public  should 
contact  on  or  about  February  14, 1977. 

Mr.  Ernest  D.  Premetz,  Executive  Direotor, 

South  Atlantic  Fishery  Management  Coun¬ 
cil.  e/o  National  Marine  Fisheries  Service, 

Duval  Bufidlng,  9460  Qandy  Boulevard, 

St.  Petersburg,  Florida  33702. 

At  the  discretion  of  the  Council,  inter¬ 
ested  members  of  Uie  public  may  be  per¬ 
mitted  to  speak  at  tlm^  which  will  allow 


the  orderly  conduct  of  Council  business. 
Interested  members  of  the  public  who 
wish  to  submit  written  comments  should 
do  so  by  addressing  Mr.  Ernest  Premetz 
at  the  above  address.  To  receive  due  con¬ 
sideration  and  facilitate  inclusion  of 
these  comments  in  the  record  of  the 
meeting,  typewritten  statements  should 
be  received  within  10  days  after  the  close 
of  the  Council  meeting. 

Dated:  January  31, 1977. 

Winfred  H.  Meibohm, 
Associate  Director, 
National  Marine  Fisheries  Service. 

[FR  Doc.77-3410  Filed  2-2-77;8;45  am] 


UNITED  FISHERMEN  OF  ALASKA 
Receipt  of  Application  for  a  General  Permit 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  applications  have  been  received  to 
take  marine  mammals  incidental  to  the 
course  of  commercial  fishing  operations 
as  authorized  by  the  Marine  Mammal 
Protection  Act  of  1972  (16  UB.C.  1361- 
1407)  and  the  regulations  thereunder. 

The  United  Fishermen  of  Alaska,  Box 
1352,  Juneau,  Alaska  99802,  has  applied 
for  a  general  permit.  Category  3,  “En¬ 
circling  Gear,  Seining  other  than  Yellow- 
fin  Tuna.” 

The  United  Fishermen  of  Alaska,  Box 
1352,  Juneau.  Alaska  99802,  has  applied 
for  a  general  permit.  Category  4,  "Sta¬ 
tionary  Gear.” 

The  United  Fishermen  of  Alaska,  Box 
1352,  Juneau,  Alaska  99802,  has  applied 
for  a  general  permit.  Category  5,  "Other 
Gear.” 

Copies  of  the  applications  are  avail¬ 
able  for  review  in  the  following  offices: 

Director,  National  Marine  Fisheries  Service, 

3300  Whitehaven  Street,  N.W.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.;  and 

Regional  Director,  National  Marine  Fisheries 

Service,  Alaska  Region,  P.O.  Box  1668, 

Juneau,  Alaska  99801. 

Interested  parties  may  submit  writ- 
toi  views  on  this  appllcatiixi  on  or  be¬ 
fore  March  7,  1977  to  the  Director,  Na¬ 
tional  Marine  Fisheries  Service,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Commerce,  Washington,  D.C. 
20235. 

Robert  J.  Ayers, 
Acting  Assistant  Director  for 
Fisheries  Management,  Na¬ 
tional  Marine  Fisheries  Serv¬ 
ice. 

January  28, 1977. 

[FR  Doc.77-3414  Filed  2-2 -77; 8; 45  am] 


WESTERN  PACIFIC  HSHERY  MANAGE¬ 
MENT  COUNCIL’S  SCIENTIFIC  AND  STA¬ 
TISTICAL  COMMITTEE 

Public  Meeting 

Notice  is  her^y  given  of  a  meeting 
of  the  Scientific  and  Statistical  C<Mn- 
mittee  of  the  Western  Pacific  Fishery 
Management  Council,  established  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  Section  302(g)  (1)  of  the 
Fishery  Conservation  and  Management 
Act  of  1976  (Pub.  L.  94-265) . 

Hie  Western  Pacific  Flsh^  Manage¬ 
ment  Council  will  have  authority,  effec- 
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live  March  1,  1977,  over  fisheries  within 
the  conservation  zone  adjacent  to  the 
State  of  Hawaii,  American  Samoa  and 
Guam.  The  Council  will,  among  other 
things,  prer>are  and  submit  to  the  Secre¬ 
tary  Commerce  fishery  management 
plans  with  respect  to  the  fisheries  within 
its  area  of  authority,  prepare  comments 
on  applications  for  foreign  fishing,  and 
conduct  imblic  hearings.  The  Sciratlfic 
and  Statistical  Committee  will  assist  the 
Council  in  the  development,  collecUon 
and  evaluation  of  such  statistical,  bio¬ 
logical,  economic,  social  and  other  scien¬ 
tific  information  as  is  relevant  to  the 
Council’s  devel(H;>m^t  and  amendment 
of  fishery  managemmt  plans. 

The  meeting  will.be  held  on  February 
24  and  25  in  the  conference  room  of  the 
National  Marine  Fisheries  Service  lab¬ 
oratory  at  2570  Dole  Street,  Honolulu, 
Hawaii,  from  9:00  a.m.  to  4:30  p.m.  each 
day. 

Proposed  Agenda: 

1.  Organization  of  the  Committee. 

2.  Review  of  the  Committee’s  terms  of 
reference. 

3.  Review  of  sources  of  Information  on 
fisheries  of  the  region. 

4.  Recommendation  to  the  Council  on 
prlmdtles  for  development  of  fishery  man¬ 
agement  plans. 

5.  Recommendation  to  the  Council  on 
membership  of  planning  teams. 

6.  Scheduling  of  fishery  plan  development 
process. 

This  meeting  is  open  to  the  public  and 
there  will  be  seating  for  approximately 
15  members  of  the  public  on  a  first-come, 
first-served  basis.  Members  of  the  public 
having  an  interest  in  specific  items  for 
discussion  are  also  advised  that  agenda 
changes  are  at  times  made  prior  to  the 
meeting.  To  receive  information  on 
changes,  if  any,  interested  members  of 
the  public  should  contact: 

Mr.  W.  G.  Van  Campen.  Executive  Director, 

Western  Pacific  Fishery  Management 

Council,  Room  1506,  1164  Bishop  Street, 

Honolulu,  HawaU  96813,  (telephone:  (808) 

523-1368 

about  10  days  before  the  meeting. 

At  the  discretion  of  the  Committee, 
Interested  members  of  the  public  may  be 
permitted  to  speak  at  times  which  will 
allow  the  orderly  conduct  of  Commit¬ 
tee  business.  Interested  members  of  the 
public  who  wish  to  submit  written  com¬ 
ments  should  do  so  by  submitting  them 
to  Mr.  Van  Campien  at  the  above  address. 
To  receive  due  consideration  and  facili¬ 
tate  Inclusion  of  these  comments  in  the 
written  record  of  the  meeting,  type¬ 
written  statements  should  be  received 
within  10  days  after  the  close  of  the 
Committee  meeting. 

Date:  January  31,  1977. 

WiNFRCD  H.  MEIBOUIC, 

Associate  Director, 
National  Marine  Fisheries  Service, 

[FR  Doc.77-3409  Filed  3-2-77;8:45  am] 


COMMISSION  OF  FINE  ARTS 

VARIOUS  PROJECTS  AFFECTING 

APPEARANCE  OF  WASHINGTON,  D.C. 

Meeting 

jAHUiUiY  31.  1977. 

The  Commission  of  Fine  Arts  will  meet 
In  open  session  on  Tuesday,  February  22, 
1977,  at  10:00  ajn.  in  t^  CXtmmlsslon 
offices  at  708  Jackson  Place,  NW..  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20006  to  discuss  various  proj¬ 
ects  affecting  the  appearance  of  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

Inquiries  regarding  the  agenda  or  re¬ 
quests  to  submit  written  or  oral  state¬ 
ments  should  be  addressed  to  Charles  H. 
Atherton,  Secretary,  Commission  of  Fine 
Arts,  at  the  above  address. 

Charles  H.  Atherton, 

Secretary, 

[FR  Doc.77-3364  FUed  2-2-77:8:45  ami 

DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 

Department  of  the  Air  Force 

USAF  SCIENTIFIC  ADVISORY  BOARD 
Meeting 

January  28,  1977. 

The  USAF  Scientific  Advisory  Board 
Division  Advisory  Group,  Aeronautical 
Systems  Division,  will  hold  meetings  on 
February  21-23,  1977  from  8:30  a.m.  to 
6:00  pjn.  at  the  Pratt  &  Whitney  Air¬ 
craft  Group,  Government  Pr^ucts  Divi¬ 
sion,  West  Palm  Beach,  Florida. 

The  Group  will  receive  classified  brief¬ 
ings  concerning  the  F-15  propulsion  sys¬ 
tem  and  vehicle  performance. 

The  meeting  concerns  matters  listed  in 
Section  552(b)  of  Title  5,  United  States 
Code,  specifically  subparagraph  (1) 
thereof,  and  that  accordingly  the  meet¬ 
ings  will  be  closed  to  the  public. 

For  further  information  contact  the 
Scientific  Advisory  Board  Secretariat  at 
202-697-8845. 

Frankie  S.  Estep, 

Air  Force  Federal  Register  Liai¬ 
son  Officer.  Directorate  of  Ad¬ 
ministration, 

[FR  Doc.77-3323  FUed  2-2-77:8:45  am] 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

[OPP— 502711 

ABBOTT  LABORATORIES,  ET  AL 
Issuance  of  Experimental  Use  Permits 

Pursuant  to  section  5  of  the  Federal 
Insecticide.  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide 
Act  (FIFRA),  as  amended  (86  Stat.  973; 
89  Stat.  751  (7  U.S.C.  136(a)  et  seq.)), 
experimental  use  permits  have  been 
issued  to  the  fcdlowing  applicants.  Such 
permits  are  in  accordance  with,  and  sub¬ 
ject  to,  the  provisions  of  40  CFTl  Part 
172;  Part  172  was  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  on  April  30,  1975  (40  FR 
18780) ,  and  defines  EPA  procedures  with 
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resp>ect  to  the  use  of  pesticides  for  exper¬ 
imental  purposes. 

Mo.  27&-EaP-14.  Abbott  Laboratories. 
M<m^  Chicago,  lUlnola  60064.  Thla  experi¬ 
mental  use  permit  aUows  tbe  use  of  82  kg. 
of  the  plant  regulator  Oibberelln  A,  on  8\ig- 
arcano  grown  in  a  2-year  cycle.  A  total  of 
1,000  acres  is  involved:  tbe  program  is  au- 
tborized  only  in  tbe  States  of  Florida,  Louisi¬ 
ana,  Texas,  and  Puerto  Rico.  Tbe  experi¬ 
mental  use  permit  is  effective  from  November 
17,  1976,  to  November  17.  1978.  A  permanent 
tolerance  for  residues  of  the  active  ingredi¬ 
ent  in  or  on  sugarcane  has  been  established 
(40  CFR  180.224) . 

No.  353-EUP-94.  E.  I.  du  Pont  de  Nemours 
and  Company,  Wilmington,  Delaware  19898. 
This  experimental  use  permit  allows  the  use 
of  1,260  pounds  of  the  aquatic  herbicide  3- 
cyclohexyl  -  6-(dimethylamlno) -1-methyl-S- 
trlazlne-2,4  (1H.3H) -dione  to  evaluate  con¬ 
trol  of  aquatic  weeds  including  pond  weeds, 
elodea,  waterhyacinth,  hydrilla,  milfoil, 
duckweed,  cabomba,  and  naiad.  A  total  of  243 
surface  pond  acres  is  involved:  the  program 
is  authorized  only  in  tbe  States  of  lUlnols, 
Mississippi.  Indiana,  Mlsaouri,  Louisiana, 
Florida,  Michigan,  Colorado,  and  New  Jersey. 
The  experimental  use  permit  is  effective  from 
December  10,  1976,  to  December  10,  1977.  This 
permit  is  being  Issued  with  the  restriction 
that  treated  water  will  not  be  used  for  hu¬ 
man  or  animal  consumption,  and  that  fish 
from  water  treated  with  this  product  wlU  not 
be  used  for  food  or  feed. 

Interested  parties  wishing  to  review 
the  experimental  use  permits  are  re¬ 
ferred  to  Room  E-315,  Registration  Di¬ 
vision  iWH-567) ,  Office  of  Pesticide  Pro¬ 
grams.  EPA,  401  M  St.,  S.W.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20460.  It  is  suggested  that  such 
interested  persons  call  202/755-4851  be¬ 
fore  visiting  the  EPA  Headquarters  Of¬ 
fice,  so  that  the  appropriate  permits  may 
be  made  conveniently  available  for  re¬ 
view  purposes.  These  files  will  be  avail¬ 
able  for  inspection  from  8:30  a.m.  to  4:00 
p.m.  Monday  through  Friday. 

Dated:  January  24,  1977. 

Douglas  D.  Campt, 
Acting  Director, 
Registration  Division, 

[FR  Doc.77-3302  FUed  2-2-77:8:45  am] 


[FRL  680-31 

NATIONAL  AIR  POLLUTION  CONTROL 

TECHNIQUES  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE 

Open  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Public  Law  92-463,  notice 
is  hereby  given  that  a  meeting  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Air  Pollution  Control  Techniques 
Advisory  Committee  will  be  held  at  9:00 
a.m.  on  March  2  and  3, 1977,  at  the  Royal 
Villa  Hotel,  Highway  70  West,  Raleigh, 
North  Carolina  27612.  The  commercial 
telephone  number  is  (919)  782-4433. 

The  purpose  of  the  meeting  will  be  to 
discuss  two  New  Source  Performance 
Standards  to  be  proposed  under  Section 
111  of  the  Clean  Air  Act — sulfur  emis¬ 
sions  from  natural  gas  plants  and  the 
guideline  dociunent  for  control  of  emis¬ 
sions  from  existing  kraf t  pulp  mills.  Also, 
on  the  agenda  will  be  a  review  of  two 
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control  techniques  documents  as  re¬ 
quired  by  Section  108  of  the  Clean  Air 
Act — nitrogen  oxide  emissions  from  sta¬ 
tionary  sources  and  lead  emissions  from 
all  sources. 

All  meetings  are  open  to  the  public. 
Anyone  wishing  to  m^e  a  presentation 
should  contact  Mr.  Don  R.  Goodwin,  Di¬ 
rector,  Emission  Standards  and  Engi¬ 
neering  Division,  Environmental  Protec¬ 
tion  Agency,  Research  Triangle  Park, 
North  Carolina  27711,  by  February  28, 
1977. 

The  area  code  and  telephone  niunber 
are  (919)  688-8148,  extension  271. 

Dated :  January  27, 1977. 

Edward  F.  Tuerk, 
Acting  Assistant  Administrator 
for  Air  and  Waste  Manage¬ 
ment.  - 

I FR  Doc.77-8301  PUed  a-2-77;8:46  am] 

[FRL  680-2] 

SOUD  WASTE  MANAGEMENT 
Regional  Public  Discussions 

The  Resource  Conservation  and  Re¬ 
covery  Act  of  1976  (Pub.  L.  94-580)  pro¬ 
vides  the  opportimlty  for  EPA,  the  States, 
and  local  governments  to  develop  ccxn- 
prehenslve  solid  waste  managem^t  pro¬ 
grams  which  will  control  hazardous 
wastes,  eliminate  the  opoi  dump  as  a 
principal  disposal  practice,  and  increase 
the  opportunities  for  resource  conserva¬ 
tion. 

The  Act  provides  for  public  participa¬ 
tion  in  the  planning  and  ImplementatloQ, 
and  in  the  enforcement  of  any  regula¬ 
tion.  guideline,  or  program  carried  out 
imder  the  Act,  and  EPA  held  the  first  in 
a  series  of  public  meetings  (m  the  legis¬ 
lation  in  December  1976.  During  Febru¬ 
ary  and  March  1977,  EISA’s  ten  Regional 
Offices  win  hold  the  next  series  ct  public 
meetings  to  make  possible  throughout 
the  coimtry  the  Involvement  of  the  gen¬ 
eral  public,  representatives  of  envlrcm- 
mental.  Industrial,  governmental,  euod 
other  organizations  who  are  potentially 
affected  by  the  new  Act. 

These  open  discussions  on  the  iop)cs  of 
hazardous  wastes,  land  disposal,  resource 
conservation  and  recovery.  State  ihx>- 
grams,  manpower  training,  and  Informa¬ 
tion  programs  will  be  held  in  the  follow¬ 
ing  locations: 

EPA  Region  1  (Two  Identical  Session)  — 
Tna:  1  pjc. 

February  25:  Sheraton  Lincoln  Tnn,  Lincoln 
Street,  Worcester,  Massachusetts. 

February  26:  Bollday  Inn.  172  N.  Main  Street, 
Concord,  New  Hampshire. 

EPA  Region  n — ^Time:  4  to  7  PM. 

February  23:  American  City  Squire  Hotel, 
62nd  and  7th  Avenue,  New  York,  N.T. 

EPA  Region  m  (Two  Identical  ^tassioNs) — 
time:  7  PM  Evening;  9  AM  Morning 

February  17.  18:  The  Colony  House-Erecu- 
tlve  Motor  Inn.  Richmond,  Virginia. 

EPA  Region  IV  (Two  Ii«ntical  Sbssions) — 
Tncx:  7  PM  Evening;  8  AM  MoRNma 


February  23,  24:  Sheraton  Blltznore  Hotel. 
817  W.  Peachtree  St.,  NJl.,  Atlanta,  Oeor- 
gla. 

EPA  Region  V  (Two  Separate  Sessions)— 
Tncx:  7  PM  EvxNiitG;  9  AM.  (Aix  Dat) 

March  21.  22:  Holiday  Inn  O’Hare/Kennedy 
Expy.,  CUilcago,  Hlinols. 

EPA  Region  VI  (Two  Identical  Sessions)  — 
Tnix;  7  PM  Evening;  9  AM  Mcwning 

March  8,  9:  First  International  Bldg.,  90th. 
FI..  1201  Elm  Street,  Dallas,  Texas. 

EPA  Region  vn  (Two  Identical  &ssions) — 
TncE:  7  PM.  Evening;  9  AM.  Morning 

February  16.  16:  HUton  Tnn  Plaea,  46th  A 
Main  Streets,  Kansas  City,  Missouri. 

EPA  Region  vm  (Two  Identical  Sessions) — 
time:  8:30  AM 

March  3:  Main  library,  1357  Broadway.  Den¬ 
ver,  Ocdorado. 

March  4:  Hilton  Hotel,  150  West  Soulh  6th 
St..  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah. 

EPA  Region  IX  (Two  Zbentical  Sessions) — 
time:  T  pm.  Evening;  8  AM.  Mobnxnr 

March  10,  11:  HoUday  Inn  Union  Square,  480 
Sutter  Street,  San  Francisco,  Callfomla. 

EPA  Region  X  (Two  Separate  Sessions) — 
Time:  7  PM  Evening;  8:30  am  (Aix 
Dat) 

March  17.  18:  Seattle  On  ter,  Seattle,  Wash¬ 
ington. 

Anyone  desiring  additional  informa¬ 
tion  on  these  public  meetings  Is  request¬ 
ed  to  contact;  Mrs.  Qerrl  Wyer,  Tech¬ 
nical  information  and  Communications 
Branch,  MIS,  Office  of  Solid  Waste  (AW- 
462) ,  Environmental  Protection  Agency, 
Washington,  D.C.  (telephcme  202-755- 
9163)  or  the  Individual  regional  offloes 
as  follows: 

Region  I — Mr.  Dennis  Huebner  (617-223- 
6775). 

Reglmi  n — Mr.  Michael  Dehonls  (212-864- 
0603). 

Region  m — ^Mr.  Charles  Howard  (215-697- 
0082). 

Region  IV — ^Mr.  James  Scarbrough  (404-881- 
3116). 

Region  V— Mr.  Jay  GMdsteln  (313-363-2197). 
Region  VI — Mr.  Herbert  Crowe  (214-749- 
7607). 

Region  vn — ^Mr.  Mc»t1s  Tucker  (816-874- 
3307). 

Region  vm— Mr.  Jbn  Teagley  (803-837- 
2221). 

Region  IX— Mr.  Charlee  Bourns  (416-666- 
4606). 

Reglim  X — ^Mr.  Tobias  Hegdahl  (206-442- 
1260). 

Dated:  January  27.  1977. 

Edward  F.  Tuerk, 

Acting  Assistant  Administrator 
for  Air  and  Waste  Management. 
|PR  Doc.77-3800  Med  2-3-77:8:45  am] 

[FRL  680-6;  OPP-502721 
STAUFFER  CHEMICAL  CO. 
Issuance  of  an  Experimental  Use  Permit 
Pursuant  to  section  5  of  the  Federal 
Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide 
Act  (FIFRA),  as  amended  (86  Stat.  973; 
89  Stat.  751,  7  UB.C.  136(a)  et  seq.),  an 
experimental  use  permit  has  been  Is¬ 


sued  to  the  following  applicant.  Such 
permit  is  in  accordance  with,  and  sub¬ 
ject  to,  the  provisions  of  ^0  CPR  Part 
172,  Part  172  was  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  cm  April  30,  1975  (40 
FTt  18780),  and  defines  EPA  procedures 
with  respect  to  the  use  of  pesticides  for 
experimental  purposes. 

Ho.  476-BDP-79.  Stauffer  Chemical  Company, 
Richmond,  CalHomia  94804.  This  experi¬ 
mental  use  permit  allows  the  use  of  1,820 
pounds  of  the  herbicide  a^azlne  and  661- 
60  poimds  of  the  herbicide  2-[  [4-Chloro-6- 
(ethylamlno)  -  s-trlazin-2-ylj  amino]  -  2- 
methyl-propionltrlle  to  evaluate  control  of 
grasses  and  broadl«if  weeds  on  com.  These 
two  herbicides  will  be  used  In  a  tank  mix 
combination.  Incorporated  with  water,  and 
appUed  by  center  pivot  Rprlnklers.  A  total 
of  420  acres  Is  Involved;  the  program  Is  au¬ 
thorized  only  In  the  States  of  Alabama. 
Ilorlda.  Qeorgia,  and  Wisconsin.  The  ex¬ 
perimental  use  permit  Is  effective  from 
February  1,  1977,  to  February  1,  1978. 
Permanent  tolerances  for  residues  of  the 
active  Ingredients  In  or  on  com  have  been 
eetaldlshed  (40  CFB  180220  and  40  CFR 
180.307). 

Interested  parties  wishing  to  review  the 
experimental  use  permit  are  referred  to 
Rocmi  E-315,  Registratlcm  Division  (WH- 
567) ,  Office  of  Pesticide  Programs,  EPA, 
401  M  St.,  S.W..  Washington.  D.C.  20460. 
It  is  suggested  that  such  interested  per¬ 
sons  call  202-755-4851  before  visiting  the 
EPA  Headquarters  Office,  eo  that  the 
appropriate  permit  may  be  made  con- 
voilently  available  tor  review  purposes. 
This  file  win  be  available  for  inspection 
from  8:30  ajn.  to  4:00  pm.  Monday 
through  Friday. 

Dated;  January  24, 1977. 

Douglas  D.  Campt, 

Acting  Director, 
Registration  Division. 
[FR  Doc.77-3303  FUed  2-2-77:8:45  am) 

[FRL  680-6;  OPP-60274] 

STAUFFER  CHEMICAL  CO. 
Issuance  of  Experimental  Use  Permits 

Pursuant  to  sectlcm  5  of  the  Federal 
Insecticide.  F^giclde,  and  Rodenticide 
Act  (FIFRA),  as  amended  (86  Stat.  973; 
89  Stat.  751;  7  n.S.C.  136(a)  et  seq.) ,  ex¬ 
perimental  use  permits  have  been  Issued 
to  the  foUowlng  applicants.  Such  permits 
are  in  accordance  with,  and  subject  to. 
the  provisions  of  40  CPR  Part  172;  Part 
172  was  published  in  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter  on  April  30, 1975  (40  FR  18780) ,  and 
defines  EPA  procedures  with  respect  to 
the  use  of  pesticides  for  experimental 
purposes. 

No.  476-EUP-74.  Stauffer  Chemical  Com¬ 
pany,  Richmond.  Callfomla  94804.  This  ex¬ 
perimental  use  permit  allows  the  use  of  600 
poimds  of  the  herbicide  atrazlne  and 
1708.5  pounds  of  the  herbicide  S-ethyl 
dllsobutylthlocarbamate  to  evaluate  weed 
control  on  oom.  These  two  herbicides  will 
be  used  In  a  tank  mix  oomblnatton,  and 
ai^Ued  by  c«iter  pivot  sprlnklen.  A  total 
of  360  acres  Is  Involved;  the  program  Is  au- 
thiHlzed  only  tn  the  States  <tf  Alahiuna, 
Florida,  Georgia,  and  Idaho.  The  experi¬ 
mental  use  permH  Is  effective  from  Fsbm- 
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ary  1.  1977,  to  Ptebruary  1.  1978.  Permanent 
tolerances  tor  residues  of  the  active  Ingre¬ 
dients  In  or  on  corn  have  been  established 
(40  CFR  180.220  and  40  CFR  180.232) . 

No.  476-EtlP-78.  Stauffer  Chemical  Company. 
Richmond.  California  94804.  This  experi¬ 
mental  use  permit  allows  the  use  of  812 
pounds  of  the  herbicide  atrazlne  and  2.800 
pounds  of  the  herbicide  S-ethyl  dlpropyl- 
thlocarbamate  to  evaluate  control  of  weeds 
on  corn.  These  two  herbicides  will  be  used 
In  a  tank  mix  combination,  and  applied  by 
center  pivot  sprinklers.  A  total  of  560  acres 
Is  Involved:  the  program  Is  authorized  only 
In  the  States  of  Alabama,  Colorado.  Flor¬ 
ida.  Oeorgla.  Idaho.  Kansas.  Nebraska,  and 
Wisconsin.  The  experimental  use  permit  Is 
effective  from  February  1.  1977.  to  Febru¬ 
ary  1.  1978.  Permanent  tolerances  for  resi¬ 
dues  of  the  active  ingredients  in  or  on 
corn  have  been  established  (40  CFR  180.220 
and  40  CFR  180.117). 

Interested  parties  wishing  to  review  the 
experimental  use  permit  are  referred  to 
Room  e:-315.  Registration  Division  (WH- 
567),  Office  of  Pesticide  Programs,  EPA, 
401  M  St.,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20460. 
It  is  suggested  that  such  interested  per¬ 
sons  call  202-755-4851  before  visiting  the 
EPA  Headquarters  OfBce,  so  that  the 
appropriate  permit  may  be  made  con¬ 
veniently  available  for  review  purposes. 
These  files  will  be  available  for  inspection 
from  8:30  am.  to  4:00  pm.  Monday 
through»Friday. 

Dated:  January  24, 1977. 

Douglas  D.  Campt, 

Acting  Director, 
Registration  Division. 

(FR  Doc.77-3304  Filed  2-2-77:8:45  ami 


(FRL  680-1;  OPP-240006A| 

STATE  OF  FLORIDA 

Approval  of  Amendment  of  Request  for  In¬ 
terim  Certification  to  Register  Pesticides 
to  Meet  "Special  Local  Needs" 

Pursuant  to  section  24(c)  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenti- 
cide  Act  (FIFRA) ,  as  amended  (86  Stat. 
973;  89  Stat.  751;  7U.S.C.  136(a)  etseq.), 
the  State  of  Florida  submitted  to  the 
Environmental  Protection  Agency  (EPA) 
a  request  for  Interim  Certification  to  reg¬ 
ister  pesticides  for  special  local  needs 
(Request),  which  was  subsequently  ap¬ 
proved  on  February  4,  1976.  Notice  of 
approval  of  this  Request  was  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  on  February  25, 
1976  (41  FR  8211).  This  initial  Request 
sought  authority  to  amend  EPA  registra¬ 
tions  which  do  not  involve  "changed  use 
patterns’’,  as  that  term  is  defined  in 
§  162.152(c)  of  the  proposed  regulations 
as  they  were  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  l^ptember  3.  1975  (40  FR 
40538).  - 

On  May  27,  1976,  the  State  of  Florida 
sought  to  amend  its  Request  to  include 
authority  to  register  “new  products’’,  as 
that  term  is  defined  in  §  162.152(g)  of 
the  proposed  regulations,  and  to  amend 
EPA  re^trations  which  involve  changed 
use  patterns,  nils  Agency  has  found  that 
the  specific  requirements  of  the  Interim 
Certification  program  are  satisfied  in  the 
Request,  in  that  Florida’s  registration 


program  provides  for  both  efficacy  deter¬ 
mination  and  product  hazard  review. 

Accordingly,  notice  is  hereby  given  that 
the  Administrator,  EPA,  has  approved 
the’amendment  from  the  State  of  Florida 
for  Interim  Certification.  The  State 
agency  designated  responsible  for  issu¬ 
ance  of  such  registrations,  the  Florida 
Department  of  Agriculture,  was  notified 
on  June  30,  1976,  that  the  amendment 
to  its  Request  had  been  approved. 

Copies  of  the  amendment  to  the  Re¬ 
quest  for  Interim  Certification  from  Flor¬ 
ida,  along  with  the  letter  reflecting  the 
Agency’s  decision  to  approve  the  amend¬ 
ment,  are  available  for  public  inspection 
at  the  following  locations: 

Federal  Register  Section,  Technical  Services 
Division  tWH-569).  Office  of  Pesticide  Pro¬ 
grams,  EPA,  Room  401,  East  Tower,  401 
M  Street,  S.W..  Washington.  D.C.  20460. 
Pesticide  Branch,  Hazardous  Materials  Con¬ 
trol  Division,  EPA,  345  Courtland  St.,  N.E.. 
Atlanta,  Georgia  30308.' 

Dated:  January  27,  1977. 

Edwin  L.  Johnson, 

Deputy  Assistant  Administrator 

for  Pesticide  Programs. 
(FR  Doc.77-3307  FUed  2-2-77:8:45  am) 

FEDERAL  ENERGY 
ADMINISTRATION 

MAJOR  FUEL  BURNING  INSTALLATIONS 

Requirement  To  Complete  FEA  Early 
Planning  Process  Identification  Rep<^ 

Pursuant  to  section  13  of  the  Federal . 
Energy  Administration  Act  of  1974,  15 
U.S.C.  761  et  seq.,  as  amended,  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Energy  Administration  (FEA)  here¬ 
by  requires  that  each  major  fuel  burning 
installation  (MFBI)  which  on  or  after 
December  27,  1976  is  in  the  “reporting 
interval’’  and  meets  the  “design  firing 
rate  requirements,’’  as  hereafter  speci¬ 
fied,  complete  and  submit  to  the  FEA 
the  “Major  F^lel  Burning  Installation — 
Early  Planning  Process  Identification 
Report’’  (Report) ,  FEA  Form  C-607-S-0. 

The  purpose  of  the  Report  is  to  enable 
FEA  to  identify  MFBI’s,  Including  indi¬ 
vidual  combustors,  in  order  to  assist 
FEA  in  determining  whether  the  MFBI 
should  be  issued  a  construction  order 
pursuant  to  section  2(c)  of  the  Energy 
Supply  and  Environmental  Coordination 
Act  of  1974,  15  U.8.C.  791  et  seq.,  as 
amended  by  Pub.  L.  94-163.  A  construc¬ 
tion  order  will  require  the  MFBI  to  be 
designed  and  constructed  to  be  capable 
of  using  coal  as  its  primary  energy 
source. 

For  the  purposes  of  this  reporting  re¬ 
quirement, 

(a)  “Combined  cycle  unit’’  means  an 
electric  power  generation  unit  that  con¬ 
sists  of  a  combination  of  one  or  more 
combustion  gas  turbine  units  and  one  or 
more  steam  turbine  imits  with  the  re¬ 
quired  energy  input  of  the  steam  tur¬ 
bine  (s)  provided  by  and  approximately 
matched  to  the  energy  in  the  exhaust 
gas  from  the  combustion  gas  turbine 
unit(s).  Use  of  small  amounts  of  sup¬ 
plemental  firing  for  the  steam  turbine 


does  not  preclude  the  unit  from  being  a 
combined  cycle  unit: 

(b)  “Combustion  gas  turbine  tmit” 
means  a  combination  of  a  rotary  engine 
driven  by  a  gas  under  pressure  that  is 
created  by  the  combustion  of  a  fuel, 
usually  natmral  gas  or  petroleum  prod¬ 
uct,  w'ith  an  electric  power  generator 
driven  by  such  engine: 

(c)  “Foundation’’  means  the  base  sup- 
porting  an  MFBI,  consisting  of  pilings.  ■& 
concrete  pad,  or  equivalent  structure. 

(d)  “Major  fuel  burning  installation” 
or  “MFBI”  means  an  installation  or  unit 
other  than  a  powerplant  that  has  or  is 
a  fossil-fuel  fired  boiler,  burner  or  other 
combustor  of  fuel,  or  any  combination  of 
combustors  at  a  single  site,  that  has  in- 
dividualh’,  or  in  combinaticm,  a  design 
firing  rate  of  100  million  Btu/hoiu*  or 
greater,  and  includes  any  person  who 
owns,  leases,  operates,  controls  or  super¬ 
vises  any  such  installation  or  unit.  Com¬ 
bustion  gas  turbines  and  combined  cycle 
imits  are  excluded  from  this  classifica¬ 
tion; 

(e)  “Powerplant”  means  a  fossil-fuel 
fired  steam  electric  generating  unit  that 
produces  electric  power  for  purposes  of 
sale  or  exchange;  and  includes  any  per¬ 
son  who  owns,  leases,  operates,  cmitrols 
or  supervises  any  such  unit; 

(f)  “Person”  means  any  association, 
firm,  company,  corporation,  estate,  in¬ 
dividual,  joint-venture,  partnership,  or 
sole  proprietorship  or  any  other  entity, 
however  organized,  including  charitable, 
educational  or  other  eleemosynary  insti¬ 
tutions,  and  the  Federal  Government, 
including  corporations,  departments. 
Federal  agencies,  and  other  instrumen¬ 
talities,  and  state  and  local  governments, 
and  includes  any  officer,  director,  owner 
or  duly  authorized  representative  there¬ 
of.  The  FEA  may  treat  as  a  person: 

(DA  parent  and  the  consolidated  and 
unconsolidated  entities  (if  any)  which 
it  directly  or  indirectly  controls, 

(2)  A  parent  and  its  consolidated  en¬ 
tities, 

(3)  An  unconsolidated  entity,  or 

(4)  Any  part  of  a  person. 

(g)  “Preliminary  feasibility  study” 
means  that  analysis,  formal  or  otherwise, 
which  concludes  that  new,  additional,  or 
replacement  capacity  aiHiears  to  be  re¬ 
quired  and  which  precedes  the  manage¬ 
rial  decision  to  initiate  the  design  of  an 
MFBI. 

(h)  “Reporting  interval”  means  that 
period  which  commences  upon  cmnple- 
tion  of  a  preliminary  feasibility  study  for 
the  MFBI  and  ends  upon  comidetiim  of 
the  foundation  for  that  MFBI.  If  no  pre¬ 
liminary  feasibility  study  can  be  iden¬ 
tified,  the  reporting  interval  commences 
at  the  earlier  of  1)  the  formation  of  a 
contract,  express  or  implied,  for  design 
of  the  MFBI,  or  if  such  design  is  not  to 
be  performed  in  accordance  with  a  con¬ 
tract.  the  date  the  managerial  decision 
to  initiate  design  work  is  made,  or  2)  the 
approval  of  construction  funds  for  the 
MFBI  by  responsible  officials. 

Each  MFBI  which  meets  the  design 
firing  rate  requirements  and  was  in  the 
reporting  interval  as  of  December  27, 
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1976,  is  required  to  file  a  Schedule  A-2  of 
the  Ref>ort  within  30  days  of  the  date  of 
this  notice  or  within  21  days  after  in¬ 
dividual  notification  by  FEA  that  a  Re¬ 
port  should  be  submitted,  whichever  date 
comes  first.  Each  MFBI  which  meets  the 
design  firing  rate  requirements  and  which 
enters  the  reporting  interval  after  De¬ 
cember  27,  1976  is  required  to  file  a 
Schedule  A-2  of  the  Report  on  or  before 
the  15th  of  the  month  subsequent  to  the 
month  that  the  preliminary  feasibility 
study  was  completed.  One  Schedule  A-1 
of  the  Report  must  accompany  the  sub¬ 
mission  of  one  or  more  Schedules  A-2.  No 
MFBI  need  file  Schedule  A-3  of  the  Re¬ 
port  unless  specifically  requested  to  do  so 
by  the  FEA. 

The  design  firing  rate  requirements 
are  met  for  each  MFBI  which  includes 
a  combustor  that  (1)  has  a  design  firing 
rate  of  100  million  Btu’s  per  hour  or 
greater,  or  (2)  has  a  design  firing  rate  of 
50  million  Btu’s  per  hour  or  greater  and 
has  a  design  firing  rate  of  100  million 
Btu’s  per  hour  or  greater  when  taken  in 
the  aggregate  with  other  combustors  at 
the  same  location  which  have  design  fir¬ 
ing  rates  of  50  million  Btu’s  per  hour 
or  greater  and  which  entered  the  report¬ 
ing  interval  on  or  after  December  27, 
1976. 

A  major  fuel  burning  installation 
which  enters  the  reporting  interval  but 
does  not  m«et  the  design  firing  rate  re¬ 
quirements  on  that  date  is  required,  if 
it  subsequently  meets  the  design  firing 
rate  requirements  (because  additional 
major  fuel  burning  installations  at  the 
same  location  enter  the  reporting  inter¬ 
val),  to  file  PEA  Form  C-607-S-O  on  or 
before  the  fifteenth  day  of  the  month 
subsequent  to  the  month  in  which  it 
meets  such  requirements. 

If  any  information  submitted  on  PEA 
Porm  C-607-S-O  schedules  A-1,  A-2,  A-3 
changes,  a  revised  schedule(s)  should  be 
submitted  to  the  FEA  within  30  days  of 
the  change. 

Copies  of  the  Identification  Report 
should  be  requested  from  the  national 
headquarters  at  the  following  address: 

Federal  Energy  Administration,  Code  OCU, 

MFBI-EPP  Identification  Report,  Room 

6113,  Washington,  D.C.  20461. 

The  (ximpleted  Reports  should  be  sent 
to  the  address  given  in  the  Report’s  Gen¬ 
eral  Instructions. 

If  there  are  any  questions,  please  call 
Mr,  Paul  Bjarnason  of  the  Office  of  Coal 
Utilization  at  202-566-9653. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.  on  Janu¬ 
ary  28, 1977. 

David  G.  Wilson, 
Acting  General  Counsel. 

Federal  Energy  Administration. 

JPR  Doc.77-3322  FUed  1-31-77:10:21  am) 


FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

JAPANESE  FLAG  OPERATORS  CONTAINER- 
SHIPS  AND  SPACE  CHARTERINGS 
AGREEMENTS  NOS.  9718-5  AND 
9731-7 

Agreements  Filed 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  agreements  have  been  filed  with  the 


Commission  for  approval  pursuant  to 
section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  as 
amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat.  763,  46 
U.S.C.  814). 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and  ob¬ 
tain  a  copy  of  the  agreements  at  thfe 
Washington  office  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission,  1100  L  Street,  N.W., 
Room  10126;  or  may  inspect  the  agree¬ 
ments  at  the  Field  Offices  located  at  New 
York,  N.Y.,  New  Orleans,  Louisiana,  San 
Francisco,  California,  and  San  Juan, 
Puerto  Rico.  Comments  on  such  agree¬ 
ments,  including  requests  for  hearing, 
may  be  submitted  to  the  Secretary,  Fed¬ 
eral  Maritime  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.,  20573,  on  or  before  February  23, 
1977.  Any  person  desiring  a  hearing  on 
the  proposed  agreements  shall  provide  a 
clear  and  concise  statement  of  the  mat¬ 
ters  upon  which  they  desire  to  adduce 
evidence.  An  allegation  of  discrimina¬ 
tion  or  unfairness  shall  be  accompanied 
by  a  statement  describing  the  discrimi¬ 
nation  or  unfairness  with  particularity. 
If  a  violation  of  the  Act  or  detriment  to 
the  commerce  of  the  United  States  is  al¬ 
leged,  the  statement  shall  set  forth  with 
particularity  the  acts  and  circumstances 
said  to  constitute  such  violation  or  detri¬ 
ment  to  commerce. 

A  copy  of  any  such  statement  should 
also  be  forwarded  to  the  party  filing  the 
agreements  (as  indicated  hereinafter) 
and  the  statement  should  indicate  that 
this  has  been  done. 

Notice  of  agreements  filed  by: 

Charles  F.  Warren,  Esq.,  1100  Connecticut 

Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20036. 

Agreements  Nos.  9718-5  (among  Ja¬ 
pan  Line,  Ltd.,  Kawasaki  Kisen  Kaisha, 
Ltd.,  Mitsui  O.S.K.  Lines,  Ltd.  and  Ya- 
mashita-Shinnihon  Steamship  Co., 
Ltd.)  and  9731-7  (among  Nippon  Yusen 
Kaisha  and  Showa  Line,  Ltd.)  are  iden¬ 
tical  agreements  modifying  Artic^es  10 
and  11  of  the  respective  basic  agree¬ 
ments  to  provide  that  the  authority  con¬ 
ferred  under  each  shall  continue  in  ef¬ 
fect  to  and  including  August  22,  1980. 
The  present  expiration  date  for  the  au¬ 
thority  conferred  under  the  respective 
agreements  is  August  22,  1977. 

Agreement  Nol  97  IB  is  a  containership 
service  agreement  among  the  four 
named  carriers  providing  for  the  opera¬ 
tion  of  eight  containerships  in  the  trade 
between  ports  in  Japan  and  ports  in 
California. 

Agreement  No.  9731  is  a  containership 
service  agreement  between  the  two 
named  carriers  providing  for  the  opera¬ 
tion  of  four  containerships  in  the  trade 
between  ports  in  Japan  and  ports  in 
Japan  and  poi^  in  California,  Hawaii 
and  Alaska. 

By  Order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Dated:  January  31,  1977.  ' 

Joseph  C.  Polking, 
Acting  Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.77-3419  Filed  2-2-77:8:45  am] 


TRANS  PACIFIC  FREIGHT  CONFERENCE 
(HONG  KONG) 

Agreement  Filed 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  agreement  has  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  for  approval  pursuant  to 
section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  as 
amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat.  763,  46 
U.S.C.  814). 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and  ob¬ 
tain  a  copy  of  the  agreement  at  the 
Washington  office  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission,  1100  L  Street,  N.W., 
Room  10126,  or  may  Inspect  the  agree¬ 
ment  at  the  Field  Offices  located  at  New 
York,  N.Y.,  New  Orleans,  La.,  San  Juan, 
Puerto  Rico  and  San  Francisco,  Califor¬ 
nia.  Comments  on  such  agreements,  in¬ 
cluding  requests  for  hearing,  may  be  sub¬ 
mitted  to  the  Secretary,  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20573,  on  or  before  February  14,  1977. 
Any  person  desiring  a  hearing  on  the 
proposed  agreement  shall  provide  a  clear 
and  concise  statement  of  the  matters 
upon  which  they  desire  to  adduce  evi¬ 
dence.  An  allegation  of  discrimination  or 
vmfaimess  shall  be  accompanied  by  a' 
statement  describing  the  discrimination 
or  unfairness  with  particularity.  If  a  vio¬ 
lation  of  the  Act  or  detriment  to  the 
commerce  of  the  United  States  is  alleged, 
the  statement  shall  set  forth  with  par¬ 
ticularity  the  acts  and  circumstances 
said  to  constitute  such  violation  or  detri¬ 
ment  to  commerce. 

A  copy  of  any  such  statement  should 
also  be  forwarded  to  the  party  filing  the 
agreement  (as  indicated  hereinafter) 
and  the  statement  should  indicate  that 
this  has  been  done. 

Notice  of  agreement  filed  by: 

Charles  F.  Warren,  Esq.,  1100  Connecticut 

Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20036. 

Agreement  No.  14-44,  entered  into  by 
the  member  lines  of  the  Trans-Pacific 
Freight  C(xiference  (Hong  Kong),  is  a 
petition  to  extend  the  Conference’s  inter- 
modal  authority  for  an  indefinite  period 
beyond  the  present  termination  date  of 
February  21,  1977. 

By  Order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Dated:  January  31,  1977. 

Joseph  C.  Polking, 
Acting  Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.77-3420  Filed  2-2-77:8:45  am] 

FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

(Docket  No.  CS72-1170,  et  al.]' 

AMCO  ENERGY  CORP.,  ET  AL. 

Applications  for  **801811  Producer” 
Certificates  ^ 

January  26,  1977. 

Take  notice  that  each  of  the  Appli¬ 
cants  listed  herein  has  filed  an  applica¬ 
tion  pursuant  to  section  7(c)  of  the  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Act  and  §  157.40  of  the  regula¬ 
tions  thereunder  for  a  ‘*small  producer” 
certificate  of  public  convenience  and  ne- 


» This  notice  does  not  provide  for  consoli¬ 
dation  for  hearing  of  the  several  matters 
covered  herein. 
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cessitv  authorizing  the  sale  for  resale 
and  delivery  of  natural  gas  in  interstate 
commerce,  aU  as  more  fully  set  forth  in 
the  applications  which  are  on  file  with 
the  Commissicm  and  open  to  public  in¬ 
spection. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
applications  should  on  or  before  Febru¬ 
ary  22,  1977,  file  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington.  D.C.  20426, 
petitions  to  intervene  or  protests  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Pro¬ 
cedure  (18  C!PR  1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests 
filed  with  the  'Cmnmission  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  it  in  determining  the  appro¬ 
priate  action  to  be  taken  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  the  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Persons  wishing-to  be¬ 
come  parties  to  a  proceeding  or  to  par¬ 
ticipate  as  a  party  in  anv  hearing  therein 
must  file  petitions  to  intervene  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  Commission’s  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  auttioritv  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections  7 
and  15  of  the  Natural  (3as  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission  on 
all  applications  in  which  no  petition  to 
intervene  is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein  if  the  Commission  on  its  own  re¬ 
view  of  the  matter  believes  that  a  grant 
of  the  certificates  is  required  by  the  pub¬ 
lic  convenience  and  necessity.  Where  a 
petition  for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely 
filed,  or  where  the  Conunlssion  on  its 
own  motion  believ'es  that  a  formal  hear¬ 
ing  is  required,  further  notice  of  such 
hearing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicants  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Pltjmb, 

Secretary. 

Pocket  Date  filed  Applicant 

No. 

0872-1170*  Jan.  13,1977  Amco  Energy  Corp.  (suc¬ 
cessor  to  (Continental  En¬ 
ergy  Coro.,  Meadows 
Bldg.,  Dallas,  Tex.  75206. 
0877-195*  Dec.  20,1976  Wynn  D.  Miller,  nil  NBC 
Bldg.,  San  Antonio.  Tex. 
78205. 

0871-286*  Dec.  17,1976  HawthomeOilA  GasCorp.. 

2100  1st  City  National 
Bank  Bldg.,  Houston. 
Tex.  77002. 

C877-272  Jan.  5,1977  Marvin  C.  Zeid,  1515  Canitol 
National  Bank-Bldg., 
Houston,  Tex. 

C877-278  Jan.  4, 1977  Glenn  E .  Alexander,  trustee 
for  Judith  Marian  Alex¬ 
ander.  Patricia  Lee  Alex¬ 
ander,  Sara  Anne  Alex¬ 
ander,  and  C.  Hilton 
Alexander,  1111  Mercan¬ 
tile  Dallas  Bldg..  Dallas, 
Tex.  75201. 

C877-274  . do .  Glenn  E.  Alexander,  1800 

Ist  National  Bank  Bldg., 
Dallas,  Tex.  75202. 

C877-275  . do . Creston  H.  Alexander,  1800 

1st  National  Bank  Bldg., 
Dallas,  Tex.  75202. 

C877-276_  . do . Charles  E.  Dimit.  trustee 

for  Lucy  Marshall  .Alex¬ 
ander,  Helen  Jean  Alex¬ 
ander,  Alice  Kay  Alexan¬ 
der,  and  Clyde  H.  Alex¬ 
ander.  tl,  1800  1st  Na¬ 
tional  Bank  Bldg.,  Dallas., 
Tex.  75202. 


Docket  Date  filed  Applicant 

No. 


CS77-277  Dec.  20,1976  James  8.  Little,  Rock 
Springs  Route,  TTvalde, 
Tex.  78801, 

CS77-278  Ian.  6,1977  Walter  Woolley,  Box  506, 
Spearman,  Tex.  79061. 

CS77-279  Jan.  10. 1977  Massey  Oil  A  Gas  Co..  P.O. 

Box  66.  Sand  Fork,  W. 
Va.  26430. 

CS77-280  do .  Rhodes  &  Hicks  Drilling 

Corp.,  P.O.  Box  1579, 
Alice,  Tex.  78332. 

CS77-281  ....'.do . Howard  E.  Davenport.  212 

Devonian  Bldg.,  310 
North  Willis,  Abilene, 
Tex.  79604. 

CS77-282  do . Melvin  Dixon,  P.O.  Box 

2320  Abilene.  Tex.  79604. 

CS77-283  do . Hilton  T.  Ray.  6483  Craet- 

more  Rd.,  Fort  Worth, 
Tex. 

CS77-284  Jan.  13,1977  B.  O.  Greenxrade,  Jr..  P.O. 

Box  1675.  Roswell.  N. 
Mex.  88201. 

CS77-285  . do . Synexd,  Inc.,  294  Washing¬ 

ton  St.,  Boston,  Mass. 

CSr7-286  Jan.  14.1977  Hiram  H.  ChampUn  trust 
under  the  will  of  Joe  N. 
Champlin,  H.  H.  Champ- 
lia,tTustec,  700 1st  Nation¬ 
al  Bank  Bldg.,  Enid, 
Okla.  73701. 

CS77-287  . do . Joel  E.  Champlin  trust 

under  the  will  of  Joe  N. 
Champlin.  H.  H.  Champ¬ 
Un,  trustee,  700  Lst  Na¬ 
tional  Bank  Bldg.,  P.O. 
Box  1066,  Enid,  Okla. 
73701. 

CS77-288  . do . Jane  Delight  Champlin 

trust  under  the  will  of  Joe 
N.  ChampUn,  H.  H. 
Champlin,  trustee,  Enid, 
Okla.  73701. 

CS77-289  . do . Alec  R.  Champlin  trust 

under  the  wiU  of  Jpe  N. 
ChampUn,  H.  H.  Champ¬ 
Un,  trustee,  700  1st  Na¬ 
tional  Bank  Bldg.,  Enid, 
Okla.  73701. 

CS77-270  Jan.  18, 1977  0.  N.  MarUn.  Jr.,  P.O.  Box 
1675,  RosweU,  N.  Mex. 

CS77-291  do . Moorman  P.  Prosser,  6902 

Avondale  Dr.,  Oklahoma 
City,  Okla.  73116. 

CS77-292  do . Margaret  Hoy  Prosser.  6902 

Avondale  Dr.,  Oklahoma 
City,  Okla.  73116. 

CS77--293  do .  Ogle  Petroleum,  Inc.,  438 

Guaranty  Bank  Bldg., 
817 17th  St.,  Denver,  Cmo. 
80202. 


(PR  Doc.77-3150  FUed  2-2-77;8:45  am] 


(Docket  No.  RP76-1121 

CITY  OF  INDIANAPOLIS  AND  PANHANDLE 
EASTERN  PIPE  LINE  CO. 

Pipeline  Rates;  Demand  Charge  Adjust¬ 
ment;  Order  Dismissing  Complaint,  etc. 

January  25,  1977. 

On  June  22,  1976,  the  City  of  Indian¬ 
apolis.  Indiana  (Indianapolis)  filed  a 
complaint  pursuant  to  Section  1.6  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and  Pro¬ 
cedure.  seeking  certain  relief  frtHn  the 
manner  of  computation  of  Demand 
Charge  Adjustments  and  Commodity 
Surcharges  under  the  FPC  Gas  Tariff 
of  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe  Line  Com¬ 
pany  (Panhandle) .  By  letter  of  June  30. 
1976,  Panhandle  was  informed  of  the 
complaint.  Panhandle  filed  its  answer 
to  the  complaint  on  July  30,  1976.  For 
the  reasons  hereinafter  stated,  the  Com¬ 
mission  shall  dismiss  Indianapolis’  c<an- 
plaint. 

Indianapolis  complains  that  Psmhan- 
dle’s  tariff  operates  unjustly  and  to  its 
disadvantage  in  that  it  results  in  pay¬ 
ments  by  Indianapolis  of  approximately 
$1.6  million  more  through  the  commod¬ 


ity  surcharge  than  it  receives  ‘imder  the 
demand  charge  adjustment  for  the  pe¬ 
riod  July  1974  through  December  1976. 
Under  the  presently  effective  tariff  pro¬ 
visions.'  demand  charge  credits  arising 
from  curtailments  on  Panhandle’s  sys¬ 
tem  are  balanced  by  surcharges  on  a 
total  rate  schedule  basis.  Indianapolis 
proposes  that  the  tariff  provision  be 
modified  so  that  the  credit  and  sur¬ 
charge  be  computed  on  an  Individual  cus¬ 
tomer  basis  instead  of  on  a  total  rate 
schedule  basis. 

Panhandle  opposed  the  relief  sought 
by  Indianapolis  in  its  answer  filed  on 
July  30.  1976.  Indisinapolis  responded  to 
Panhandle’s  answer  on  August  19  and 
October  29.  1976.  Public  notice  of  the 
complaint  was  issued  on  September  21. 
1976.  Various  customers*  petitioned  to 
inter\'ene  in  response  to  the  notice. 

We  do  not  believe  that  the  relief  soughi 
bv  Indianapolis  should  be  granted  at  this 
time  and  accordingly  shall  dismiss  In¬ 
dianapolis’  complaint.  The  provision  and 
its  application  to  Indianapolis  and  all 
other  customers  is  the  product  of  a  set¬ 
tlement  agreement  resolving  all  issues  in 
a  general  rate  increase  proceeding.  In¬ 
dianapolis’  proposal  would  result  in  a 
significant  change  in  the  unit  cost  of  gas 
to  various  customers  of  Panhandle.  We 
are  not  persuaded  to  disturb  the  bargain 
of  the  parties  and  their  reliance  thereon 
at  this  time.*  Accordingly.  Indianapolis’ 
cfxnplaint  will  be  dismissed,  without 
prejudice  to  the  right  of  Indianapolis  to 
seek  such  relief  as  it  may  believe  appro¬ 
priate  in  any  future  proceeding. 

The  Commission  finds:  (1)  Good  cause 
exists  to  dismiss  Indianapolis’  complaint 
filed  herein. 

(2)  It  is  desirable  and  in  the  public 
interest  to  permit  the  above  named  peti¬ 
tioners  to  intervene. 

The  Commission  orders:  (A)  Indian¬ 
apolis’  complaint  is  dismissed  and  the 
captioned  proceeding  is  terminated. 

(B)  The  above-named  petitioners  are 
hereby  permitted  to  intervene  in  these 
proceedings  subject  to  the  rules  and  reg¬ 
ulations  of  the  Commission:  Provided, 
however,  that  participation  of  such  in¬ 
terveners  shall  be  limited  to  matters  af¬ 
fecting  asserted  rights  and  Interests  as 
specifically  set  forth  in  their  petitions 
to  Intervene:  and  Provided,  further,  that 
the  admission  of  such  intervenors  shall 
not  be  construed  as  recognition  by  the 
Commission  that  they  might  be  aggrieved 


*  The  tariff  sheets  containing  the  presently 
effective  method  of  computing  the  demand 
charge  adjustment  and  the  commodity  sur¬ 
charge  were  approved  as  part  of  a  settlement 
agreement  In  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe  Line 
Company,  D(x:ket  No.  RP73-108,  52  PPG  606 
( 1974) .  See  also.  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe  Line 
Company,  Opinion  No.  754,  issued  February 
27,  1976,  mlmeo  at  S8-9. 

*  Central  Illinois  Light  Company.  Central 
Illinois  Public  Service  Company,  Columbia 
Oas  Transmission  Corporation,  East  Ohio  Oas 
Company,  Illinois  Power  Company.  Indiana 
Oaa  Company,  Kokomo  Oas  and  Fuel  Com¬ 
pany,  and  Northern  Indiana  Public  Service 
Company. 

*  In  another  context.  Opinion  No.  754, 
supra,  n.  1,  we  also  declined  to  modify  this 
provision  of  Panhandle's  tariff. 
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because  of  any  order  or  orders  of  the 
Commission  entered  in  this  proceeding. 

(C)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  to  be  made  in 
the  Fedekal  Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.77-3392  Filed  2-2-77;8:45  am] 


(Docket  No.  CP77-133] 

COLUMBIA  GAS  OF  PENNSYLVANIA,  INC. 

Order  Authorizing  Importation  of  Natural 
Gas 

January  27, 1977. 

On  January  21,  1977,  Columbia  Gas 
of  Pennsylvania,  Inc.  (Columbia)  filed  in 
Docket  No.  CP75-133  an  application  pur¬ 
suant  to  Section  3  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
and  part  153  of  the  Commission’s  Reg¬ 
ulations  for  authorization  to  import  liq¬ 
uefied  natural,  gas  (LNG)  to  be  trans¬ 
ported  by  cryogenic  semi-trailer  tanker 
trucks  of  Montreal,  Canada  to  Tewks¬ 
bury,  Massachusetts,  then  by  pipeline  to 
Pennsylvania,  all  as  more  fully  set  forth 
in  the  application. 

Columbia  proposes  to  import  up  to 
approximately  3,120,000  gaUons  of  LNG 
(equivalent  to  approximately  250  mil¬ 
lion  cubic  feet  of  vaporous  natural  gas) 
to  be  purchased  by  Gtiz  Metropolitain, 
Inc.  of  Montreal,  Quebec,  Canada  (Gaz 
Metro) .  Gaz  Metro  will  sell  the  LNG  to 
Columbia  at  the  point  of  loading  into 
trucks  at  its  Montreal  storage  facility. 
Columbia  will  employ  Gas  Incorporated, 
a  motor  common  carrier  afUiate  of  Low¬ 
ell  Gas  Company  (Lowell) ,  to  transport 
the  LNG  from  Montreal  to  Tewksbury, 
Massachusetts.  The  LNG  will  be  off¬ 
loaded  into  an  existing  LNG  storage  tank 
at  Lowell’s  facility  near  Tewksbury, 
where  it  will  be  vaporized  and  delivered 
into  an  existing  interconnection  to  Ten¬ 
nessee  Gas  Pipeline  Company.  CTennes- 
see)  a  division  of  Tenneco,  Inc.  Tennes¬ 
see  will  transport  the  gas  and  deliver  by 
displacement  to  Columbia  Gas  Trans¬ 
mission  Company  (Columbia  Gas)  an 
affiliate  of  Colun^bla,  through  an  existing 
facility  at  Unionville,  Pennsylvania.  Co¬ 
lumbia  Gas  will  transport  the  gas  and 
deliver  it  into  the  distribution  system  of 
Columbia.  It  is  contemplated  that  this, 
transportation  will  be  accomplished  with 
existing  facilities  under  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  eo-day  emergency  procedures. 

Columbia  proposes  to  purchase  vol¬ 
umes  of  LNG  up  to  the  equivalent  of 
250,000  Mcf  of  natural  gas  in  the  vapor¬ 
ous  state  from  Gaz  Metro  at  a  price 
equivalent  to  $3.25/Mcf.’  Gas  Incorpo¬ 
rated  (Gas  Inc.)  has  agreed  to  provide 
motor  carrier  transportation  for  the  LNG 
from  Montreal  to  Tewksbury  for  $0,917/ 


•  J  The  Oaz  MetrcT  contract  requires  that  the 
required  U.S.  and  Canadian  governments  ap¬ 
provals  be  obtained  by  February  1,  1977.  It 
Is  our  understanding  that  the  proposed  ex¬ 
port  price  will  be  reviewed  by  the  National 
Energy  Board  to  determine  whether  It  Is  "just 
and  reasonable”.  The  "Just  and  reasonable” 
price  will  be  specified  In  the  export  license. 


Mcf  equivalent.  Lowell  will  retain  3  per¬ 
cent  of  the  LNG  (7,500  Mcf  equivalent) 
to  cover  fuel  requirements  in  addition  to 
receiving  18  cent/Mcf  from  Columbia  few 
storage,  vaporization,  measurement  and 
delivery  to  Tennessee.  The  estimated  cost 
is  approximately  $4.48  per  Mcf  for  the 
242,500  Mcf  delivered  to  Tennessee  for 
Columbia’s  account.  In  order  to  complete 
this  transaction,  there  will  be  additional 
transportation  charges  assesed  by  Ten¬ 
nessee  and  Columbia  Gas.  We  estimate 
that  the  final  cost  to  Columbia’s  custom¬ 
ers  will  be  approximately  $5.00. 

No  contract  for  this  purchase  was  sub¬ 
mitted  with  the  application  pursuant  to 
Section  153.4  of  the  Commission’s  R%- 
ulations  nor  has  the  National  Energy 
Board  of  Canada  (NEB)  issued  an  export 
license  for  such  gas.  In  view  of  the  emer¬ 
gency  situation,  we  waive  this  require¬ 
ment;  however,  the  authorization  herein 
granted  will  be  cemditioned  upon  the  fil¬ 
ing  of  such  contract  as  required  by  Sec¬ 
tion  153.8  of  our  regulations.  Importation 
of  LNG  from  Gaz  Metro  for  delivery  of 
LNG  via  Gas  Inc.’s  cryogenic  semi-trailer 
motor  carrier  to  Lowell’s  facilities  at 
Tewksbury  have  been  tqiproved  by  the 
Commission  on  numerous  prior  occa¬ 
sions.*  The  same  facility  equipment  will 
be  used  to  implement  the  proposed  im¬ 
portation  of  LNG  1^  Coliimbia. 

In  its  a];H>licatibn,  Columbia  asserts 
that  preunpt  authorization  is  urgently 
needed  to  ameliorate  the  severely  critical 
shortage  in  gas  supply  available  to  Co¬ 
lumbia.  Columbia  states  that  the  Colum¬ 
bia  Gas  System,  of  which  Columbia  is  a 
part,  has  experienced  826  degree  days 
colder  than  normal  during  the  period 
October  1, 1976  through  January  16, 1977. 
As  of  January  1,  1977,  Columbia  termi¬ 
nated  all  service  to  large  industrial  boiler 
customers  with  alternate  fuel  citoability 
and  the  remaining  large  industrial  cus¬ 
tomers  were  curtailed;  65%  large  c(»n- 
mercial  customers  were  curtailed  40% 
and  schools  curtailed  10%.  Essentially, 
this  level  of  curtailment  results  in  reduc¬ 
ing  the  takes  of  approximately  265  large 
industrial  contract  customers  to  idant 
maintenance  level  with  resulting  layoffs 
of  workers.  Barring  any  further  relief, 
Columbia  forecasts  that  the  supply  defi¬ 
ciency  resulting  from  the  colder  than 
normal  weather  experienced  will  require 
that  the  curtailment  of  industrial  cus¬ 
tomers  be  increased  to  85%  of  their  vol¬ 
umes  for  the  months  of  February  and 
March  1977. 

On  January  18,  1977,  Govemm'  Milton 
Shapp  issued  Proclamation  of  Extreme 
Emergency  in  Pennsylvania.  Coliunbia  is 
currently  seeking  Federal  Energy  Admin¬ 
istration  authority  to  acquire  additional 
propane  for  expanded  use  of  the  peak 
shaving  factlitiM.  As  Columbia  Gas’  un- 
dergroimd  storage  is  substantially  below 
scheduled  volumes,  the  deliverability  of 
peak  requirements  to  Columbia  during 
the  balance  of  the  winter  is  threatened. 

The  Commission  is  aware  of  the  im- 
precedented  cold  weather  which  has  af- 


>  Lowell  Oas  Coiiq;>any,  Docket  Noe.  CP71-9, 
CP72-10,  CP73-63  and  CP74-3. 


fected  the  Eastern  and  Southern  portions 
of  the  country  including  Columbia’s  serv¬ 
ice  region.  ’I^e  Commission  has  previ¬ 
ously  found  that  a  state  of  emergency 
exists  as  a  result  of  the  continuation  of 
substantially  colder  than  normal  winter 
weather  now  prevailing  east  of  the  Rocky 
Mountains.  On  January  18,  1977,  in  the 
order  issued  in  Docket  No.  CP77-126,  Co¬ 
lumbia  Gas  Transmission  Corporation, 
the  Commission  authorized  the  importa¬ 
tion  of  a  total  of  15  Bcf  of  natural  gas 
from  Canada  for  a  60-day  term  for  the 
use  of  Columbia  Gas’  general  system 
supply.  In  that  order,  the.  Commission 
recognized  Columbia  Gas’  need  for  addi¬ 
tional  supplies  to  maintain  its  ability  to 
render  natural  gas  service  to  its  custom¬ 
ers.* 

Based  on  the  evidence  submitted  here¬ 
in,  we  find  that  the  public  interest  re¬ 
quires  that  the  authorization  be  issued. 
'This  authorization  will  be  granted  under 
the  broad  powers  covered  upon  the  Com¬ 
mission  by  Sections  3  and  16  of  the  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Act.  Public  Service  Commission 
of  the  State  of  New  York  v.  FPC.  327  F. 
2d  893.  Niagara  Mohawk  Power  Corpo^ 
ration  v.  FPC.  379  F.  2d  153  (D.C.  Clr- 
1967). 

On  January  21,  1977,  the  Commission 
issued  a  notice  of  the  foregoing  applica¬ 
tion.  No  protests  to  the  granting  of  the 
apidlcatl(»i,  petitions  to  intervene  or  no¬ 
tices  of  application  has  been  filed. 

At  a  hearing  held  on  January  26, 1977, 
the  Commission  on  its  own  motion  re¬ 
ceived  and  made  a  part  of  the  record  in 
in  this  proceeding  all  evidence,  including 
the  applications  and  exhibits  thereto, 
submitted  in  support  of  the  authoriza¬ 
tion  sought  herein,  and  upon  considera¬ 
tion  of  the  record. 

The  Commission  finds:  (1)  A  natural 
gas  supply  emergency  exists  on  the  Co¬ 
lumbia  Gas  Transmission  Corporation 
sjrstem  which  has  substantially  dimin¬ 
ished  Columbia’s  ability  to  render  nat¬ 
ural  gas  service  to  Columbia  Gas  of 
Pennsylvania,  Inc.,  a  distribution  com¬ 
pany. 

(2)  Approval  of  the  proposed  importa¬ 
tion  of  LNG  by  Columbia  will  materially 
assist  in  helping  to  alleviate  curtailment 
of  high  priority  customers  and  is  con¬ 
sistent  with  the  public  interest. 

(3)  It  is  necessary  and  appropriate  for 
the  purposes  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and 
the  Commission’s  Regulations  thereun¬ 
der  to  waive  the  Commission’s  Regula¬ 
tions  as  hereinafter  provided. 

The  Commission  orders:  (A)  Columbia 
Gas  of  Pennsylvania,  Inc.  is  herein  au¬ 
thorized  to  c(»nmence  the  importation  of 
approximately  300,120,000  gallons  of 
LNG  (Equivalent  to  approximately  250 
million  cubic  feet  of  vaporous  natural 
gas)  from  Canada  for  a  60-day  period, 
as  hereinbefore  described  and  as  more 
fully  described  in  the  application  in 
Docket  No.  CP77-133,  upon  the  terms 
and  conditions  outlined  below. 


*  On  January  34, 1976,  the  Commission  held 
a  hearing  on  the  relative  needs  of  Columbia 
and  other  natural  gas  pipelines  to  this  new 
supply. 
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(B)  The  authorization  hereinbefore 
granted  is  conditioned  upon  Columbia’s 
receipt  of  appropriate  authorizati<m 
from  the  National  Energy  Board  of 
Canada  for  the  exportation  of  LNG. 

(C)  The  LNG  imported  under  the  sub¬ 
ject  arrangement  shall  not  be  used  to 
displace  alternate  fuel  capability  or 
cause  other  gas  to  displace  alternate  fuel 
capability. 

(D)  Columbia  shall  file  within  10  days 
after  the  initial  importation  of  LNG 
herein  its  contract  for  the  purchase  of 
such  gas  and  all  contracts  which  are  de¬ 
signed  to  effectuate  the  transportation 
of  the  impKjrted  LNG  to  its  intended  mar¬ 
ket. 

(E)  Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  Sec¬ 
tion  1.7  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure,  the  following 
sections  of  the  Commission’s  Regulations 
are  hereby  waived  to  facilitate  issuance 
of  this  order:  Section  2.1  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  General  Policy  and  Interpretations 
and  Section  153.4  of  the  Commission’s 
Regulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act. 

(F)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  to  be  made  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

KIenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.76-3395  FUed  2-2-77;8;45  am] 


[Docket  No.  ER77-1631 

DUKE  POWER  CO. 

Supplement  to  Electric  Power  Contract 
January  28, 1977. 

Take  notice  that  Duke  Power  Com¬ 
pany  tendered  for  filing  on  January  21,' 
1977,  a  supplement  to  the  Company’s 
Electric  Power  Contract  with  the  City 
of  King’s  Mountain,  North  Carolina, 
which  is  to  become  effective  on  February 
18,  1977.  This  contract  is  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  has  been  designated 
Duke  Power  Company  Rate  Schedule 
FPC  No.  260. 

The  Company’s  contract  supplement, 
made  at  the  request  of  the  customer  and 
with  agreement  obtained  from  the  cus¬ 
tomer,  provides  for  an  increase  in  con¬ 
tract  demand  from  3,500  kw  to  6,000  kw. 
The  supplement  also  includes  an  esti¬ 
mate  of  sales  and  revenue  for  the  twelve 
months  Immediately  preceding  and  for 
the  twelve  months  immediately  succeed¬ 
ing  the  effective  date. 

’The  Company  states  that  a  copy  of 
this  filing  was  mailed  to  the  Mayor  of 
the  City  of  Kings  Mountain,  North  Caro¬ 
lina. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  825  North  Capitcd 
Street,  N.W..  Washington.  D.C.  20^6,  in 
accordance  with  Sections  1.8  and  1.10 
of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All 
such  petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed 
on  or  before  Fel^uary  16.  1977.  Protests 
will  be  considered  by  the  Commission  In 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to 


be  taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  Pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  this 
filing  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  are  available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.77-3398  FUed  2-2-27;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  ER77-98] 

EDISON  SAULT  ELECTRIC  CO. 

Proposed  Electric  Service  Contract 
January  28,  1977. 

Take  notice  that  Ediscm  Sault  Electric 
Company  (Edison),  on  January  10,  1977, 
tendered  for  filing  a  contract  for  service 
between  Edison  and  UM>er  Peninsula 
Power  Company  (Upper  Peninsula) 
dated  September  10,  1976,  which  con¬ 
tract  will  cancel  and  supersede  an  exist¬ 
ing  contract  for  Emergency  Electric 
Service  dated  June  1,  1971,  between  the 
same  two  parties.  ’The  proposed  effective 
date  of  service  under  this  contract  is 
April  1,  1977. 

Copies  of  the  filing  were  served  upon 
Upp>er  Peninsula  Power  Company  and 
the  Michigan  Public  Service  Commis¬ 
sion. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  Agreement,  should  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission,  825  North  Capi¬ 
tol  Street,  NJJ.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426, 
in  accordance  with  Sections  1.8  and  1.10 
of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8,  1.10).  All 
such  petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed 
on  or  before  February  10,  1977.  Protests 
will  be  considered  by  the  Commission  In 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  protes- 
tants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  per¬ 
son  wishing  to  become  a  party  must  file 
a  petition  to  Intervene.  Copies  of  this 
Agreement  are  on  file  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  and  are  available  for  public  inspec¬ 
tion. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.77-3400  Piled  2-2-77;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  RP76-901 

KANSAS-NEBRASKA  NATURAL  GAS  CO,, 
INC. 

Order  Consolidating  Proceedings  for  Hear¬ 
ing,  Prescribing  Procedures,  and  Accept¬ 
ing  for  Filing  and  Suspending  Tariff 
Sheets,  and  Granting  Petition  To  inter¬ 
vene 

January  26,  1977. 

On  December  27,  1976,  Kansas-Ne- 
braska  Natural  Gas  Company,  Inc. 
(K-N)  filed  in  Docket  No.  RP76-90  pur¬ 
suant  to  Sectlcm  4  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  proposed  changes  to  Sections  13  and 
18  oi  the  General  Terms  and  C(Hiditlons 
of  Its  FPC  Gas  Tariff,  Third  Revised 
Volume  No.  1.  K-N  proposes  by  Its  De¬ 
cember  27, 1976  tender  that  the  Commis¬ 
sion  accept  for  filing  effective  Febru¬ 


ary  1,  1977,  eleven  tariff  sheets’  which 
constitute  K-N’s  comprehensive  plan 
governing  service  interruption  to  its  cus¬ 
tomers  and  which,  generally  stated,  pro¬ 
vide  for  (1)  the  allocation  of  delivery 
capability  by  priority,  (2)  procedures  for 
the  implementation  of  reduced  deliveries, 
(3)  conditions  attached  to  gas  storage 
injections  and  withdrawals,  (4)  emer¬ 
gency  situation  adjustments  and  (5)  an 
index  of  requirements  for  large  volume 
customers.  These  proposals  supplement 
and  modify  K-N’s  tariff  filing  of  Au¬ 
gust  27,  1975,  in  Docket  No.  RP76-8. 

On  August  29, 1975,  K-N  filed  in  Docket 
No.  RP76-8,  as  a  part  of  a  proposed  rate 
increase  inter  alia,  certain  tariff  iHt>vi- 
sions  embodied  in  Sectkxi  13  which 
placed  restrictions  on  additional  service, 
limited  electric  generation  service,  con¬ 
templated  reductions  in  service  to  ac- 
ccMnmodate  stm^e  injection,  and  placed 
limitations  on  storage  withdrawals  to 
serve  lower  priority  customers.’  By  order 
issued  April  26, 1976,  in  Docket  No.  CP75- 
334,  et  al.,  the  Codomission  severed  the 
curiailment  issues  raised  in  Docket  No. 
RP76-8  from  the  price  issues  in  that 
docket  and  red(x;keted  the  curtailment 
issues  in  Docket  No.  RP76-90.  StiU  later, 
by  order  issued  December  21,  1976,  the 
Commission  ordered  evidentiary  hearing 
to  resolve  the  questions  raised  by  the 
tariff  proposals  in  Docket  No.  RP76-90. 

’The  latter  order  In  the  subject  docket 
established  a  date  for  prehearing  con¬ 
ference  of  January  4,  1977.  However, 
K-N  sought  postponement  of  the  hear¬ 
ing  by  motion  filed  December  22,  1976, 
in  which  K-N  announced  its  Intentlcxi 
to  file  with  the  Commission  “a  more  com¬ 
plete  plan  to  govern  service  Interrup¬ 
tions”  to  both  firm  and  Interruptible  cus¬ 
tomers.  On  December  27,  1976  K-N  filed 
its  plan.  Owing  to  the  overlapping  sub¬ 
ject  matter  of  the  tariff  provisions  set 
for  hearing  that  were  fil^  August  29, 
1975,  with  the  tariff  provisions  filed  De¬ 
cember  27,  1976,  the  Commission’s  Sec¬ 
retary  postp(«ed  the  January  4,  1977, 
CMiference  date  until  February  9,  1977, 
to  give  all  parties  a  chance  to  study  the 
new  tariff  filing. 

K-N’s  pr(HX)sed  plan  provides  (in  Sec¬ 
tion  13b(3)  (1) )  for  the  allocation  of  de¬ 
livery  capacity  as  follows: 

(1)  Whenever  the  delivery  capability 
of  Seller's  (K-N’s)  system,  due  to  any 
cause  whatsoever  not  limited  to  force 
majeure,  is  such  that  SdQer  is  unable  to 
deliver  to  ccmsumers  served  directly  by 
Seller  and  consumers  served  Indirectly 


*  Second  Revised  Sheet  No.  14;  Substitute 
First  Revised  Sheet  No.  24:  Original  Sheets 
Nos  24A,  24B,  and  34C;  First  Revised  Sheet 
No.  35;  Original  Sheet  Noe.  33,  34,  36  and 
37;  Substitute  Original  Sheet  No.  35. 

*  These  enumerated  provisions  were  ten¬ 
dered  in  original  sheets  Noe.  22,  23,  and  24. 
By  Commiaaion  order  Issued  October  10. 1975. 
the  said  three  tariff  sheets,  along  with  the 
rest  of  K-N’s  tariff  pn^posal  In  Docket  No. 
RP76-8.  were  accepted  for  flUng  and  wa»- 
pended  imtil  March  14, 1976.  The  three  sheets 
including  the  Section  13  provlshms  have 
been  In  effect  subject  to  refund  stnoe 
March  14.  1976. 
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by  Seller  through  Buyer  the  quantity  of 
gas  which  the  consumers  require  and  to 
fulfill  its  requirements  to  Inject  gas  into 
its  storage  facilities,  deliveries  shah  be 
reduced  unifMmly  to  consumers  of  Sel¬ 
ler  and  for  consumers  served  by  Buyer 
and  within  each  step  the  reductions  shah 
be  made  pro-rata  as  foUows; 

Step  1:  Boiler  fuel  \ise  by  industrial 
consumers  having  a  requirement  for 
such  use  on  a  peak  day  of  more  than  10,- 
000  Mcf. 

Step  2:  Boiler  fuel  use  by  industrial 
consumers  having  a  requirement "  for 
such  use  (m  a  peak  day  of  more  than 
3,000  Mcf  but  not  more  than  10,000  Mcf. 

Step  3:  Boiler  fuel  use  by  industrial 
consumers  having  a  requirement  for 
such  use  on  a  peak  day  of  more  than 
1,500  Mcf  but  not  more  than  3,000  Mcf. 

Step  4:  Boiler  fuel  use  by  industrial 
and  commercial  consumers  having  a  re¬ 
quirement  for  such  use  on  a  peak  day  of 
more  than  300  Mcf  but  not  more  than 
1,500  McL 

Step  5:  Industrial  use  not  9>eclfied  in 
Steps  1.  2.  3,  4  and  8  having  a  peak  day 
requirement  for  8U<di  use  of  more  than 
500  Mcf. 

Step  6:  Requirements  of  ah  consumers 
not  specified  in  Steps  1, 2, 3, 4, 5,  7  and  8. 

Step  7:  Ah  uses  by  ccanmerclal  con¬ 
sumers  on  a  peak  day  of  more  than  50 
Mcf  except  for  boiler  fuel  use  by  com¬ 
mercial  consumers  having  requirements 
on  a  peak  day  of  more  than  300  Mcf.  and 
requirements  of  ah  industrial  consumers 
for  plant  protection,  feedstock  and  proc¬ 
ess  needs. 

St^  8:  Requirements  of  residential  • 
consumers  and  of  commercial  consumers 
having  requirements  on  a  peak  day  of 
less  than  50  Mcf. 

Other  major  proposals  set  forth  in  K- 
N’s  tariff  would  ahow  that  (1)  reductkms 
may  be  implemented  upon  four  hours 
notice,  (2)  deUverles  wfll  not  be  reduced 
in  Steps  5  through  8  for  the  purpose  of 
storage  injection,  (3)  gas  wlh  not  be  re¬ 
moved  from  storage  to  serve  require¬ 
ments  of  St^  1  through  5.  (4)  supple¬ 
mental  deUverles  may  be  provided  In  re¬ 
sponse  to  emergencies  or  to  insure  safe 
(H>eration  of  electric  generating  faculties 
as  long  as  no  reduction  in  service  to 
Steps  8  throufi^  8  rmults,  and  (5)  K-N 
shah  maintain  an  Index  of  Requirements 
for  each  omsumer.  served  directly  or  in¬ 
directly,  in  Steps  1  Ihroui^  5  based  upon 
the  p«ik  day  requirements  of  the  con¬ 
sumer’s  faculties. 

After  due  notice  of  K-N’s  December 
27, 1976,  tariff  filing  by  pubUcatlon  in  toe 
PteERAL  Register  on  January  14,  1977 
(42  FR  3018),  toe  State  Oorporatlon 
Commission  of  toe  State  of  Kansas  filed 
an  untimely  notice  of  Intervention  and 
American  Dehydrators  Association  filed 
a  petition  for  leave  to  Intervene.*  Sub¬ 
stantial  objection  to  toe  subject  tariff 
filing  was  sounded  by  The  Great  Western 
Sugar  company  (Great  Western) ,  Cen¬ 
tred  Kansas  Power  Company,  Inc. 
(CKP) ,  and  Nebraska  Public  Power  Dis¬ 
trict.  toe  Chty  of  Grand  Island,  and  toe 
Central  Nebraska  Public  Power  and  Ir¬ 
rigation  District  (Jointly  NFPD),  ah 


three  of  which  filed  protests  and  mo¬ 
tions  to  reject  K-N’s  filing.  In  toe  alter¬ 
native.  If  K-N’s  filing  is  not  rejected,  toe 
three  parties  ah  request  K-N’s  filing  be 
suspended  fra*  five  months  and  set  for 
evidentiary  hearing. 

Various  claims  are  advanced  alleging 
that  K&N’s  Instant  tariff  filing  is  defi¬ 
cient  including  (1)  that  K-N’s  priority 
scheme  is  in  some  categories  ambiguous 
and  overlapping;  (2)  that  K-N  has  faUed 
to  allocate  ah  of  its  system’s  require¬ 
ments  in  toe  Index  of  Requirements;  (3) 
that  K-N’s  priority  classification  sched¬ 
ule  also  falls  to  consider  the  existing  and 
technical  feaslbUity  of  alternate  fuel  us¬ 
age  of  affected  customers;  (4)  that  K- 
N’s  Index  of  Requirements  is  inconsist¬ 
ent  with  data  on  file  with  toe  Cranmis- 
sion  in  K-N’s  Form  2,  and  (5)  that  K-N 
has  advanced  no  Justification  for 
either  the  proposed  priorities  of  service 
chosen,  or  the  proposed  reduction  of  de¬ 
liveries  based  upon  peak  day  require¬ 
ments.  Aside  from  toe  claimed  deficien¬ 
cies  cited,  other  issues  raised  Included 

(1)  that  K-N’s  tariff  proposals  would 
permit  toe  attachment  of  new  service 
while  existing  customers  are  curtafled 
in  contradiction  of  Commission  policy; 

(2)  that  any  provisions  permitting  re¬ 
ductions  in  deliveries  and  more  stringent 
restrictions  on  the  terms  of  service  to 
certain  direct  sales  customers  which  are 
sitoject  to  regulation  by  state  oommls- 
slons  are  Invalid  and  of  no  effect;  and 

(3)  that  K-N’s  assertion  of  its  right  to 
reduce  or  eliminate  service  to  certain 
customers  in  order  to  provide  gas  for 
storage  injections  Is  legally  deficient  and 
in  direct  contradiction  to  Commission 
certification  granted  to  K-N  to  develop 
toe  Big  Springs  Storage  Project  in 
Docket  No.  CP75-334.*  The  Commisslrai 
does  not  agree  that  the  foregoing  pro¬ 
vides  a  basis  for  rejection  of  K-N’s  in¬ 
stant  tariff  filing.  ’The  evidentiary  hear¬ 
ing,  hereinafter  prescribed,  will  provide 
adequate  forum  for  toe  resolution  of  the 
cited  issues. 

One  otora*  claim  raised  unanimously 
by  Great  Western  CKP,  and  NPID  mer¬ 
its  separate  attention.  It  is  urged  that 
K-N’s  instant  tariff  be  rejected  on  toe 
ground  that  K-N’s  plan  is  not  proposed 
In  contemplation  of  “curtaflment.”  de- 


*Iowa  Electric  Light  and  Power  CTompany 
(Iowa  Electric)  and  Great  Western  also  filed 
petitions  to  Intervene  which  are  superfiuoiis 
In  view  of  the  fact  that  both  have  previously 
requested  and  been  granted  permission  ta 
Intervene  In  this  proceeding.  In  that  regard 
the  Commission  notes  that  aU  parties  pre¬ 
viously  made  parties  to  the  proceedings  re¬ 
lated  to  the  Commission’s  orders  Issued 
October  10,  1976,  In  Docket  No.  BP76-S. 
April  26,  1976,  In  Docket  No.  CP75-S34,  et  al, 
or  December  21, 1976,  In  Docket  No.  RP76-90, 
are  deemed  parties  to  the  Instant  proceeding 
regarding  K-N’s  December  27,  1976,  tariff 
filing. 

‘  NPPD  suggest  that  the  proceeding  In 
Docket  No.  CP7 6-334  should  be  reopened 
because  It  appears  to  NPPD  that  K-N’s  In¬ 
stant  tariff  filing  Is  Inconsistent  with  certain 
representations  made  by  K-N  in  Docket  No. 
OP7&-334.  The  Commission  Is  disinclined  to 
reopen  that  proceeding  on  the  basis  of  what 
amounts  to  NPPD’s  speculation  at  this  time. 


fined  as  the  allocation  of  preseht  gas 
supplies  which  are  insufScient  to  meet 
present  requirements  (cf.  FPC  v  Louisi¬ 
ana  Potoer  &  Light  Co.  406  U.S.  621 
(1972)).  It  Is  argued  that  K-N’s  plan 
properly  should  be  filed  under  Section  7 
rather  than  Section  4  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act. 

While  K-N  stops  short  of  describing 
its  December  27, 1976,  filing  as  a  curtail¬ 
ment  plan,  K-N  states  that  its  plan  to 
govern  “service  interruptions’’  is  filed  in 
specific  respraise  to  Commission  Order 
431  (45  FPC  570  (1971) ),  calling  for  the 
filing  of  curtailment  plans  by  pipelines. 
Nevertheless,  it  appears  that  K-N  may 
not  intend  that  its  plan  be  implemented, 
as  ^curtailment  plans  ordinarily  are,  in 
response  to  a  present  shortage  of  neces¬ 
sary  supplies.  K-N  states  that  its  gas 
supply  poeitirai  does  not  require  cui  tail- 
ment  of  deliveries  to  firm  service  cus¬ 
tomers  at  the  present  tone.  K-N  claims 
that  its  gas  reserves  have  been  rapidly 
declining  recently  as  its  annual  require¬ 
ments  have  exceeded  annual  reserves 
added  and  that  its  proposed  plan  is  de¬ 
signed  to  respond  to  that  troublesome 
trend.  Thus,  while  toe  Instant  plan  has 
toe  trappings  of  a  curtailment  plan,  its 
purpose  may  be  other  than  to  allocate 
a  present  shortage  on  K-N’s  system.  As¬ 
suming  that  to  be  so,  then  the  Commis- 
siraa  must  address  toe  issue  of  whether 
K-N’s  proposed  plan  should  more  prop¬ 
erly  be  treated  as  a  matter  imder  Sec- 
tirai  7  rather  than  as  a  curtailment  fil¬ 
ing  under  §  4.* 

TTie  Commission  concludes  In  light  of 
all  of  toe  foregoing  that  it  shall  permit 
toe  filing  by  K-N  of  the  proposed  tariff 
filings  but  shall  suspend  their  effective¬ 
ness  fra:  toe  full  statutory  period  until 
July  1.  1977.  K-N  has  offered  no  justifi¬ 
cation  for  toe  requested  February  1, 
1977,  effective  date,*  and  toe  intervening 
5-month  suspension  period  will  afford 
the  oiHXirtonlty  to  resolve  thejiuestion 
of  whether  K-N’s  proposed  plan  should 
be  acted  upon  under  S  7  or  S  4.  To  that 
end  it  is  directed  toat  toe  consolidated 
hearing  hereinafter  prescribed  be  phased 
as  necessary  to  allow  for  toe  expeditious 
treatment  of  this  single  issue. 

Fimdamental  to  toe  uncertainty  re¬ 
garding  toe  purpose  behind  K-N’s  pro¬ 
posed  plan  is  K-N’s  failure  to  particu¬ 
larize  toe  Implranentatlrai  of  the  plan. 
K-N  does  not  indicate  in  its  filing  ex¬ 
actly  what  triggers  implementation  of 
toe  plan  or  what  determines  toe  extent 
and  duration  of  such  implementation. 
K-N  must  cure  these  fundamental  omis¬ 
sions  before  any  meaningful  discussion 
of  toe  issues  can  ensue.  Accordingly,  the 
Commission  directs  K-N  to  provide  (1) 
an  explanation  of  the  implementation  of 


*The  distinction  Is  not  merely  academic. 
Section  7  authorization  must  precede  Imple- 
mentatloD  of  a  plan  whereas  S  4  sanction 
may  follow  such  implementation  wlto  pro¬ 
tection  afforded  through  refund.  Of  course, 
gas  refunds  are  problematical  in  times  of 
shortage. 

•Since  K-N  does  not  Indicate  a  need  for 
Immediate  Implementation  there  Is  no  rea¬ 
son  to  disrupt,  with  little  more  than  30  day’s 
advance  xwtlce.  K-N’s  customers  winter  sea¬ 
son  expectations. 
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its  proposed  plan,  (2)  definitions  cC  tiie 
following  terms  from  Section  13b(3)  (1) 
of  the  General  Terms  and  Conditions  ot 
K-fTs  proposed  tariff : 

“delivery  capability” 

“quantity  of  gaa  which  conaumera  requlra” 

(Does  thU  Include  lOB  Service?) 
“requirements  to  inject  gas  Into  its  storage 

facilities” 

and  (3)  projections  of  the  use  of  Its  pro¬ 
posed  plan  through  1982. 

The  Commission  finds.  (1)  Ttie  tariff 
sheets  filed  by  K-N  on  December  2T, 
1976,  hereinbefore  described  may  be  un¬ 
just,  unreasonable,  unduly  discrimina¬ 
tory,  preferential,  or  otherwise  unlawful 
under  the  Natural  Gas  Act. 

(2)  It  Is  necessary  and  apprc^rlate  in 
carrying  out  the  provisicms  of  the  Natu¬ 
ral  Gas  Act,  particularly  Secticms  4.  &. 
and  15  thereof,  that  the  question  of  law¬ 
fulness  of  K-I^s  instant  tariff  filing  be 
set  for  evidentiary  hearing,  that  K-N’s 
proposed  tariff  sheets  be  accepted  for  fil¬ 
ing,  and  that  the  operation  of  the  i»t>- 
posed  tariff  sheets  be  suspended  and  the 
use  thereof  deferred,  all  as  hereinaft^ 
provided. 

(3)  Due  to  the  similarity  of  facts  and 
questions  of  law  the  Instant  proceeding 
initiating  from  K-N’s  tariff  filing  of  De¬ 
cember  27,  1976  should  be  consolidated 
for  simultaneous  hearing  with  the  pro¬ 
ceeding  related  to  the  tariff  sheets  filed 
by  K-N  on  August  29.  1975,  and  hereto¬ 
fore  set  for  hearing  in  this  dock0  by 
order  issued  December  21.  1976, 

(4)  The  participation  of  American 
Dehydrators  Association  in  this  proceed¬ 
ing  may  be  in  the  public  interest,  and 
the  participation  of  those  who  filed  un¬ 
timely  petitions  win  not  delay  the  sub¬ 
ject  proceeding. 

(5)  Good  cause,  as  d^ned  In  Section 
1.8(d)  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure,  exists  to  permit 
the  filing  of  the  late  notice  of  Inter¬ 
vention. 

The  Commission  orders.  (A)  Pursuant 
to  the  authority  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act, 
partlcularty  Sections  4.  5  and  15  thereof, 
the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  Chapter  1).  and  the 
Regulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act, 
the  qtiestion  of  the  lawfulness  of  the 
tariff  ^eets,  hereinbefore  described,  filed 
by  K-N  on  December  27.  1976,  Is  set  for 
hearing  and  consolidated  with  the  pro¬ 
ceeding  set  for  hearing  by  order  issued 
December  21,  1976,  in  Docket  No.  RP76- 
90.  In  accordance  with  that  order  and 
the  Notice  Posiponing  Conference  issued 
in  this  docket  on  December  30,  1976,  a 
prehearing  conference  regarding  these 
consolidated  proceedings  shall  be  held  on 
February  9.  1977,  In  a  hearing  room  of 
the  P^eral  Power  CCHnmlsslon.  825 
North  C?8pitol  Street,  NK.  Washington, 
D.C.  20426. 

(B)  K-N  shall  serve  the  Commission 
and  an  parties  to  this  consolidated  pro¬ 
ceeding  by  February  7.  1977,  with  Its  re¬ 
sponse  to  the  Inquiries  pos^  hereinbe¬ 
fore. 

(C)  The  tariff  sheets  tendered  by  K-N, 
aa  hereinbefore  described,  ate  accepted 
fbr  filing,  pending  hearing  and  disposi¬ 


tion  thereon,  and  suspended  until  July  1, 
1977,  and  thereafter  until  they  are  made 
effective  in  the  manner  prescribed  by  the 
Natural  Gas  Act. 

(D)  American  Dehydrators  Associa¬ 
tion  is  permitted  to  intervene  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  subject  to  the  Rules  and  Regula¬ 
tions  of  the  Commission;  Provided,  how¬ 
ever,  That  the  participating  of  such  in- 
tervenor  shall  be  limited  to  matters  af¬ 
fecting  asserted  rights  and  interests 
specifically  set  forth  In  the  petition  to 
intervene;  Provided,  further.  That  the 
admission  of  said  intervenors  shall  not  be 
ccmstrued  as  recognition  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion  that  it  might  be  aggrieved  because  of 
any  order  of  the  Commission  entered  In 
this  proceeding. 

By  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  F.  Pluhb, 
Secretarg. 

[IB  Doe.77-339«  PUed  2-3-77;8;4B  am] 


[Docket  Na  CP76-4991 

NATIONAL  FUEL  GAS  SUPPLY  CORP.  AND 
NATIONAL  GAS  STORAGE  CORP. 

Amendment  to  Application 

Januaet  27,  1977. 

Take  notice  that  on  December  23, 1976,^ 
National  Fuel  Gas  Supply  Corporation 
(Supply  Corporatimi)  and  National  Gas 
Storage  Corporation  (Storage  Corpora¬ 
tion)  (sometimes  jointly  referred  to 
herein  as  Applicants) .  308  Seneca  Street. 
Oil  City,  Pennsylvania  16301,  filed  in 
Docket  No.  CP76-492  an  am^dment  to 
their  pending  joint  application  for  a  cer¬ 
tificate  public  ccmvenlence  and  neces¬ 
sity  and  t<xc  peimlssl<m  and  approval  to 
alHuidon  certain  facilities,  filed  pursuant 
to  Sections  7(e)  azul  7(b).  respectivdy, 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  <m  August  20, 
1976,  In  said  docket.  The  amendmoit  re¬ 
quests  authorization  for  Applicants  to 
construct  and  (^}erate  storage  and  with¬ 
drawal  wells,  compressor,  pipeline  and 
other  gath^ing  facilities  required  for  the 
develoiHnent  of  a  gas  storage  field,  desig¬ 
nated  as  Beech  Hill,  located  in  Allegany 
County,  New  York,  all  as  more  fully  set 
forth  In  the  amendment  whl(^  is  cm  file 
with  the  Commissl<m  and  (^)en  to  public 
Inspection. 

Ai^licants  state  that  In  their  applica¬ 
tion  filed  August  20,  1976,  In  said  docket. 
Storage  Corporation  proposes  to  acquire 
and  develop  and  Supply  (Corporation  pro¬ 
poses  to  abandon  three  storage  fields  in 
Allegany  Coimty,  New  Yoi*.  The  storage 
pools  are  East  Indepoidence,  West  Inde¬ 
pendence  and  Beech  Hill.  It  is  stated  that 
in  their  original  application  Applicants 
request  authorization  for  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  17.7  miles  of  pipeline  to  connect 
the  proposed  storage  facilities  with  Sup¬ 
ply  Corporation’s  interstate  gas  trans¬ 
mission  facilities  near  Supply  Corp<Ha- 
tion’s  Ellisburg  (Compressor  Station  near 


1  The  Instant  amendment  was  tendered  for 
filing  on  December  23,  1976;  however,  the  fee 
required  by  Section  159.1  of  the  RegulatloDe 
under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18  CFB  169.1) 
was  not  paid  until  January  4.  1977.  Thus, 
filing  was  completed  on  the  latter  date. 


Ellisburg,  Potter  County,  Pennsylvania, 
to  construct  or  upgrade  a  total  of  26  stor¬ 
age,  withdrawal  and  observation  wells  at 
the  East  Independence  and  West  Inde¬ 
pendence  fields,  and  to  add  2,000  HP 
capacity  to  an  existing  compressor  sta¬ 
tion  at  East  Independence.  Further, 
Storage  Corporation  requests  authoriza¬ 
tion  to  render  gas  storage  service  to  non- 
afBliated  customer  utilities  pursuant  to  a 
proposed  Rate  Schedule  SS-1,  such  serv¬ 
ice  contemplating  the  use  of  the  East  and 
West  Independence  fields  as  well  as  any 
other  Storage  Corporation  facilities  sub¬ 
sequently  authorized.^ 

Applicants,  in  the  instant  amendment, 
prop>ose  a  plan  for  the  development  of 
the  Beech  Hill  storage  field.  Applicants 
state  that  upon  receipt  of  authorization 
from  the  (Commission,  Storage  Corpo¬ 
ration  would  acquire  the  rights  that  Sup¬ 
ply  Corpioration  has  in  the  Beech  Hill 
field.  Consideration  for  the  property 
wotild  be  common  stock  of  the  Storage 
Corporation  and  the  pr<H>erty  would  be 
entered  on  the  books  of  Storage  Corpo- 
ratim  at  original  cost  less  accumulated 
amortization  and  d^reciation  or  a  net 
book  value  of  $6,217  as  of  April  1,  1977. 
It  is  stated  that  the  proposed  Beech  Hill 
storage  field  is  a  substantially  depleted 
gas  producing  field  which  is  believed 
suitable  for  imderground  gas  storage. 
There  are  36  wells  in  the  field  of  which 
Ap>plicant6  plan  to  recondition  26.  16  for 
use  as  injection  and  withdrawal  wells 
and  10  tor  use  as  observation  or  salt¬ 
water  disposal  wells.  The  10  remaining 
wdls  would  be  replugged.  In  addition, 
Apiplicants  propose  to  drill  7  new  wells, 
an  for  the  purpose  of  injection  and 
withdrawal.  All  Injection  and  storage 
wells.  It  is  Indicated,  would  be  connected 
to  a  proposed  5,000  HP  compressor  sta- 
ticm  by  a  gathering  system  consisting 
pf  about  8,000  feet  of  12-lnch  and  27,000 
feet  of  4-lnch  pipeline.  In  summary.  Ap¬ 
plicants  propose  to: 

1.  Recondition  26  wells,  recap  10  wells 
and  drlU  7  wells, 

2.  InstaU  a  5,000  HP  compressor  sta¬ 
tion.  smd 

3.  Instan  about  8,000  feet  ot  12-lnch 
and  27,000  feet  of  4-lnch  pipeline. 

Additionally,  Ai^llcants  indicate  that  It 
may  be  necessary  to  construct  salt  water 
disposal  facilities  at  the  storage  field 
site. 

Applicants  estimate  that  the  total  cost 
to  Supply  CTorpm-ation,  including  the 
costs  of  acquiring  the  rights  to  Beech 
Hill  from  SvQ^ly  Corporation,  of  pur¬ 
chasing  6.8  million  Mcf  of  cu^^lon  gas 
and  of  constructing  the  pnnx)6ed  facili¬ 
ties  (including  possible  salt  water  dis¬ 
posal  facilities) .  to  be  $22,716,000. 

Applicants  would  begin  construction 
no  later  than  July  1,  1977,  and  injection 

cushion  gas  would  commence  July  15. 
1978.  Injection  of  customers’  top  storage 
gas  would  commence  July  15,  1978,  for 
withdrawal,  diuing  the  1979-80  heating 
season,  of  7.1  million  Mcf  of  natural 
gas.  The  maximum  working  capacity  of 
the  Beech  Hin  field,  ai^^rozimately  11 
million  Mcf,  Is  expected  to  be  utilized 
during  the  1960-81  heating  season. 
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Applicants  state  that  the  gas  storage 
service  provided  through  Beech  Hill 
would  be  rendered  substantially  accord¬ 
ing  to  the  tariff  proposed  in  the  pending 
application  In  t^  Instant  docket.  It  Is 
indicated  that  Supply  Corporation  has 
excess  storage  capacity;  that  the  Supply 
Corporation  anticipate  no  need  to  de¬ 
velop  the  Beech  Hill  field  for  service  to 
its  customers  in  the  foreseeable  future; 
and,  that  Storage  Corporation  requires 
the  subject  storage  facility  for  the  same 
purposes  put  forth  In  the  pending  ap¬ 
plication  in  the  instant  docket,  namely, 
to  offset  the  gas  shortage  and  to  provide 
reliable  service  despite  fiuctuatlng  load 
levels.  It  is  Indicated  that  the  proposed 
storage  would  allow  Storage  Corpora¬ 
tion  to  make  gas,  which  otherwise  would 
be  available  to  low  priority  and  Intem®- 
tible  customers  during  the  summer 
months,  avaflable  to  high  priority  cus¬ 
tomers  during  winter  peak  periods. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  make  any  protest  with  reference  to 
said  amendment  should  on  or  before 
February  14,  1977,  file  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  a  petition  to  Intervene  or  a  pro¬ 
test  in  accordance  with  the  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure  (18  C7PR  1.8  or 
1.10)  and  the  Regulation  under  the  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Act  (18  C!PR  157.10).  All  pro¬ 
tests  filed  with  the  Commission  will  be 
considered  by  it  in  determining  the  ap¬ 
propriate  action  to  be  taken  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  the  protestants  parties 
to  the  proceeding.  Any  persons  wishing 
to  become  a  party  to  a  proceeding  or  to 
participate  as  a  party  in  any  hearing 
therein  must  file  a  petition  to  Intervene 
in  accordance  with  the  Commission’s 
Rules.  Persons  who  alresMly  have  filed  in 
the  subject  docket  need  not  do  so  again. 

Kenneth  P.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.77-3394  PUed  2-2-77:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  ERT7-88] 

SOUTHERN  CAUFORNIA  EDISON  CO. 

Rate  Change 

January  28,  1977. 

Take  notice  that  Southern  CaUfomla 
Edison  Company  (Edison)  on  December 
1,  1976,  tendered  for  filing  a  change  of 
rate  for  scheduling  and  dispatching  serv¬ 
ices  imder  the  provisions  of  Edison’S 
agreement  with  the  City  of  Riverside  as 
embodied  in  Rate  Schedule  FPC  No.  84. 
The  new  rate  for  these  scheduling  and 
dispatching  services  will  be  $460  per 
month  effective  January  1,  1977. 

The  CcHnpany  states  that  copies  of  this 
filing  were  mailed  to  the  City  of  River¬ 
side.  California,  the  Attorney  for  the 
City  of  Riverside,  California,  and  the 
Public  Utilities  Commission  of  the  State 
of  California. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  this  application  should  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  Intervene  or  to  protest  with  the 
Federal  Power  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street.  NK.,  Washington.  D.C. 
20426,  In  accordance  with  Sections  1.8 


and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 
1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  cm  or  before  February  15, 
1977.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  In  determining  the  appro¬ 
priate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to  the 
proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to  be- 
c(Mne  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to  Inter¬ 
vene.  Copies  of  this  application  are  cm 
file  with  the  Commission  and  are  avail¬ 
able  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FB  Doc.77-3399  Filed  2-2-77;8:45  sm] 


[Docket  No.  CP77-148] 

SOUTHERN  NATURAL  GAS  CO.  AND 

TEXAS  GAS  TRANSMISSION  CORP. 

Order  Authorizing  Exchange  of  Natural  Gas 
January  27,  1977. 

On  January  25,  1977,  Southern  Na¬ 
tural  Oas  Company  (Southern)  and 
Texas  Gas  ’Transmission  Corporation 
(Texas  Gas)  filed  a  petition  seeking  au¬ 
thorization  pursuant  to  Section  7  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  to  exchange  gas  pur¬ 
suant  to  a  letter  agreement  between 
Southern  and  Texas  Gas  executed  Jan¬ 
uary  25,  1977.  Specifically,  Southern  and 
Texas  Gas  seek  to  continue  deliveries  and 
retiellverles  beyond  the  60-day  period 
specified  in  Section  157.22  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Regiilations.  Southern  also  re¬ 
quests  advance  authority  to  track  the 
above-described  cost  of  this  exchange 
agreement  including  the  cost  of  trans¬ 
portation  thixiugh  the  Purchased  Gas 
Adjustment  Provision  of  Section  17  of 
Southern’s  FCT  Gas  Tariff,  Sixth  Re¬ 
vised  Volume  No.  1,  and  that  to  the  de¬ 
tent  required.  Section  154.63(d)  of  the 
Commission’s  Regulations  be  waived  to 
permit  the  fiow-through  of  the  cost  In¬ 
curred  by  Southern. 

Pursuant  to  a  letter  agreement  be¬ 
tween  Southern  and  Texas  Gas  executed 
January  25.  1977,  Texas  Gas  has  agreed 
to  deliver  to  Southern  up  to  20,000  Mcf 
per  day  until  March  31, 1977.  The  agree¬ 
ment  is  conditioned  to  provide  that  when 
such  volumes  are  needed  to  meet  Texas 
Gas’  planned  level  of  deliveries  to  Its 
cust(Hners  during  the  winter  heating  sea¬ 
son  1976-77  or  when  necessary  to  provide 
natural  gas  service  to  Its  exlstl^  cus¬ 
tomers.  Texas  Gas  is  able  to  Internn^t  de¬ 
liveries  to  Southern.  It  further  provides 
that  the  repayment  of  volmnes  be  de¬ 
livered  by  Southern  to  Texas  Oas  at  the 
earliest  possible  time,  but  In  no  event 
later  than  November  1,  1977. 

Southern  presses  to  pay  Texas  Gas 
64.39  cents  per  Mcf  of  gas  delivered 
(which  is  the  average  cost  of  gas  to  Texas 
Oas  from  its  suppliers)  pliis  a  storage 
service  rate  of  32.9  cents  per  Mcf.  The 
gas  to  be  delivered  to  Southern  will  be 
provided  fnxn  Texas  Gas’  storage  facili¬ 
ties.  The  rate  for  this  storage  sMYloe  ti 
based  on  the  cost  of  storage  reflected  In 
Texas  Gas’  rate  settlement  data  In 
Docket  No.  RP76-17.  Upon  redellvCTy  of 


gas  by  Southern  to  Texas  Gas,  Texas  Gas 
sfaoJl  reimburse  Southern  64.39  cents  per 
Mcf,  the  c(}6t  of  the  gas. 

Southern  alleges  that  the  payments 
made  to  Texas  do  not  constitute  a  sale 
of  gas  and  will  in  no  way  relieve  South¬ 
ern  of  its  Obligation  to  redeliver  the 
volumes  by  November  1,  1977.  Moreover. 
Southern  will  request  deliveries  of 
natural  gas  only  <hi  those  days  when  it 
cannot  serve  "essential  Priority  One  re- 
qiilrements  and  any  service  to  entities 
not  properly  classified  in  Priority  One 
which  cannot  safely  sustain  natimal  gas 
curtallmoit  which  is  required  to  prevent 
Irreparable  Injury  to  life  or  property 
(su(^  as  servl^  to  hospitals  which  lack 
alternate  fuel  capability)  ”  ^ 

Southern  further  asserts  that  this  pro¬ 
posed  transaction  is  In  response  to'  a 
Commlssian  directive  to  meet  its  high 
priority  requirements.  By  telegram  is¬ 
sued  January  18,  1977,*  the  Commission 
directed  Southern  to  take  whatever  ac¬ 
tion  necessary  to  prevent  Irreparable  in¬ 
jury  to  life  or  property  of  customers  not 
properly  classified  In  Priority  One.  The 
Commlssl(Hi  has  found  that  a  state  of 
emergency  exists  on  Southern’s  system 
as  a  result  of  the  continuation  of  sub¬ 
stantially  colder  than  iK>rmal  winter 
weather  prevailing  east  of  the  Rocky 
Mountains. 

The  Commission  has  fiirther  directed 
that  "all  Interstate  pipelines  should  con¬ 
summate  voluntary  exchange,  trans¬ 
portation  and  displacement  agreements 
to  shift  gas,  on  an  emergency  bcusls  from 
those  pipelines  which  are  not  curtailing, 
of  facing  imminent  threat  of  curtailing, 
essential  requirements  to  those  pipelines 
actually  eurtafllng  essential  require¬ 
ments."*  *1716  agreemait  executed  by 
Southern  and  Texas  Gas  clearly  seek  to 
comply  with  this  Ccmimisslon  directive. 

Deliveries  to  Southern  will  be  made 
during  the  emergency  period,  Le.,  to 
March  31,  1977.  It  is  critical  that  South¬ 
ern  receive  these  volumes  to  maintain 
essential  service.  Texas  Gas’  transporta¬ 
tion  of  this  emergency  gas  for  South¬ 
ern  constitutes  the  “operation  of  facili¬ 
ties  •  •  •  necessary  to  assure  mainte¬ 
nance  of  adeqtiate  gas  service  when  In¬ 
terruption  or  serious  curtailment  of  serv¬ 
ice  exists  •  •  •’’  (18  CFR  Section  157.22 
(a)). 

Southern  further  requests  advanced 
authority  to  track  the  cost  of  this  ex¬ 
change  arrangement.  We  fhid  It  appro¬ 
priate  to  permit  the  waiver  of  Section 
154.63(d)  of  the  Ck>mmi5sion’8  Regula¬ 
tions  to  permit  the  flow-through  of  cost 
Incurred  by  Southern.  We  condition  this 
waiver  to  provide  for  Southern  crediting 
Its  purchase  gas  aocoimt  with  the  re¬ 
serves  received  from  Texas  Gas  upon  re- 
delivery. 

The  Commission  finds  that  prior  pub¬ 
lic  notice  of  this  proceeding  is  imprac¬ 
ticable,  unnecessary  and  In  ccaitrarf  to 


>  PBtltton  p.  3. 

■As  supplemented  by  TMegram  and  Order 
dated  January  18.  1977. 

•Order  Orantlng  BtflsC.  Ssst  Teiuisane 
Natural  Oas  OtHupany.  Docket  No.  CFTT-Ull 
IsBued  January  19,  1977. 
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the  public  Interest  given  the  circum-  vene.  C(H;>ie6  of  this  application  are  on  CP69-347  a  petition  to  amend  the  or- 
stancee  set  forth  above.  file  with  the  Commission  and  are  avail*  ders  of  the  Commission  issued  in  Docket 

The  Commission  orders:  (A)  The  peti-  able  for  public  inspection. 


tion  for  relief  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP77- 
on  January  25, 1977,  by  Southern  Natural 
Gas  Company  and  Texas  Gas  Transmis¬ 
sion  Corporation,  is  granted  as  set  forth 
above. 

(B)  Southern  is  hereby  authorized  to 
track  the  above-describ^  cost  of  this 
exchange  arrangement  including  the  cost 
of  transportation  Purchase  Gas  Adjust¬ 
ment  Provision  of  Section  17  of  South¬ 
ern’s  FE*C  Gas  Tariff,  Sixth  Revised  Vol¬ 
ume  No.  1.,  Section  154.63(d)  of  the 
Commission’s  Regulations  are  hereby 
waived  to  permit  the  flow-through  of  the 
cost  incurred  by  Southern  provided 
Southern  credits  its  purchase  gas  account 
with  the  reserves  received  from  Texas 
Gas  upon  redelivery, 

(C)  For  good  cause  shown,  this  order 
is  effective  on  the  date  of  issuance,  the 
Secretary  shall  cause  this  order  to  be 
published  in  the  Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(FB  Doc.77-3393  Filed  2-2-77:8:46  am] 


(Docket  No.  EB77-165] 

UTAH  POWER  AND  LIGHT  CO. 
Service  Schedules 

January  28,  1977. 

Take  notice  that  Utah  Power  &  Light 
Company  (Utah),  on  January  24,  1977, 
tendered  for  filing  Service  Schedule 
UTAH-IA  to  the  Intercompany  Pool 
Agreement  (Revised) .  dated  Sept^ber  1, 
1973. 

Utah  states  that  Service  Schedule 
UTAH-IA  provides  a  rate  comprising 
three  c(»ip(xients:  Incremental  fuel 
costs;  oth«:  fixed  steam  iHoduction  costs 
and  working  capital;  and  fixed  costs  on 
steam  production  and  related  transmis¬ 
sion  investment. 

Utah  states  that  by  its  terms.  Service 
Schedule  UTAH-IA  is  to  become  effec¬ 
tive  January  1,  1977.  Utah  requests  that 
the  notice  requironents  of  Section  35.3 
of  the  Commission’s  Regulations  be 
waived  as  provided  in  Section  35.11,  and 
that  the  Service  Schedule  be  accepted 
for  filing  as  of  January  1, 1977. 

Copies  of  the  filing  wa*e  served  on  the 
Director  of  the  Interccanpany  Pool  and 
the  six  other  memb«^  of  the  pool. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  this  ai^lication  should  file  a  pe¬ 
tition  to  Intervene  or  to  ix'otest  with  the 
Federal  Power  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  NK.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  in  accordance  with  Sections  1.8 
and  1.10  of  the  Cmnmissimi’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 
1.10) .  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  February  16, 
1977.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the  appro¬ 
priate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will  not 
serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to  the 
proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to  be¬ 
come  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to  inter- 


Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  DOC.77-3S97  Filed  2-2-77:8:45  am) 


(Docket  Nos.  Rr76-119,  etc.] 

ANADARKO  PRODUCTION  CO.  ET  AL 
Amended  Petition  for  Special  Relief 
January  31, 1977. 

Take  notice  that  on  January  28,  1977, 
Anadai^o  Production  Company  (Peti¬ 
tioner),  P.O.  Box  1330,  Houston,  Texas 
77001,  filed  a  proposed  settlement  agree¬ 
ment  in  the  above-ci^tioned  dockets 
which  amends  its  petition  for  special  re¬ 
lief  filed  March  26,  1976 '  for  natural  gas 
produced  in  waters  more  than  250  feet 
deep,  pursuant  to  §  2.56a(g)  (2)  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure.  By  this  amendment  petitioner 
seeks  a  flat  rate  of  approximately  $1.62 
per  Mcf,  commencing  March  1,  1977,  for 
all  gas  attributable  to  its  12. S  percent 
w  orking  interest  in  West  Cameron  Block 
639,  Offshore  Louisiana.  Petitions,  on 
the  basis  of  the  record  submitted  to  date, 
was  seeking  a  comparable  rate  of  approx¬ 
imately  $1.85, 

It  appears  reasonable  and  consistent 
with  the  public  interest  in  this  case  to 
prescribe  a  period  shorter  than  L5  days 
for  the  filing  of  protests  and  petitions 
to  intervene.  Therefore,  any  person  de¬ 
siring  to  be  heard  or  to  make  any  pro¬ 
test  with  reference  to  said  application 
should  on  or  before  February  14,  1977, 
file  with  the  Federal  Power  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance  with 
the  requirements  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR 
1.8  or  1.10).  All  protests  filed  with  the 
Commission  will  be  considered  by  it  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken  but  not  serve  to  make  the  protes¬ 
tants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  per¬ 
son  wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a  pro¬ 
ceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party  in  any 
hearing  therein  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.77-3346  FUed  1-31-77:2:61  pm] 


(Docket  Nos.  0-17360,  0-17361,  CP69-346, 
CP69-3471 

PACIFIC  GAS  TRANSMISSION  CO. 

Petition  To  Amend 

January  31, 1977. 

Take  notice  that  on  January  13,  1977, 
Pacific  Gas  Transmission  Company  (Pe¬ 
titioner)  ,  245  Market  Street,  ^n  Fran¬ 
cisco,  California  94105,  filed  in  Docket 
Nos.  G-17350.  G-17351,  CP69-346  and 


'Notice  issued  April  6,  1976.  Published  in 
the  Federal  Register  on  AprQ  13,  1976  at 
41  FR  15447. 


Nos.  G-17350  and  G-17S51  on  August  5. 
1960  (24  FPC  134) ,  in  Docket  Nos.  CP69- 
346  and  CP69-347  on  March  13,  1970 
(43  FPC  418),  and  in  Docket  Nos.  G- 
17350,  G-17351,  CP69-346  and  CP69-347 
on  April  4,  1974  (51  FPC  1202) ,  on  Octo¬ 
ber  31,  1974  (52  FPC  1155),  and  on  De¬ 
cember  31,  1975  (54  FPC _ )  pursu¬ 

ant  to  section  7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  so  as  to  authorize  Petitioner  to  trans¬ 
port  and  deliver  to  Northwest  Pipeline 
Corporation  (Northwest)  on  a  best  ef¬ 
forts  basis  such  additional  volumes  of 
natural  gas  which  Northwrest  would  im¬ 
port  from  Canada  from  November  1, 
1976,  through  October  31,  1977,  all  as 
more  fully  set  forth  in  the  api^cation 
which  is  (m  file  with  the  Commision  and 
open  to  public  inspection. 

Petitioner  states  that  by  Commission 
order  issued  December  31,  1975,  it  was 
authorized  to  transport  and  deliver  to 
Northwest  on  a  best-efforts  basis  such 
volmnes  of  natural  gas  which  Northwest 
imported  from  Canada,  in  excess  of  pre¬ 
viously  authorized  peak-day  volmnes -of 
151,731  Mcf  of  gas  for  the  period  No¬ 
vember  1, 1975  through  October  31, 1976. 
It  is  stated  that  Petitioner  was  author¬ 
ized  to  transport  up  to  30,000  Mcf  of  gas 
on  an  average  day  and  up  to  125,000 
Mcf  of  gas  on  a  peak  day  from  N(H*th- 
west’s  Kingsgate,  British  Columbia,  im¬ 
port  point  and  to  deliver  such  volumes 
at  points  of  interconnection  between  Pe¬ 
titioner  and  Northwest  in  Stanfield, 
Oregon,  or  Spokane,  Washington.  North¬ 
west  paid  Petitioner  a  transportation 
rate  under  Petitioner’s  Rate  Schedule 
T-l,itissaid. 

Petitioner,  by  the  instant  petition  to 
amend,  requests  authorization  to  con¬ 
tinue  the  previously  authorized  trans¬ 
portation  arrangement  from  November 
1,  1976,  through  October  31,  1977,  pur¬ 
suant  to  an  agreement  between  Peti¬ 
tioner  nad  Northwest  dated  January  6, 
1977.  Petitioner  states  that  the  agree¬ 
ment  is  in  substance  identical  with  the 
previously  authorized  best-efforts  agree¬ 
ment. 

It  is  stated  that  it  would  transport  on 
a  best-efforts  basis  up  to  30,000  Mcf  of 
gas  on  an  average  day  and  up  to  125,000 
Mcf  of  gas  on  a  peak  day  and  that  de¬ 
liveries  would  be  made  under  its  Rate 
Schedule  T-1.  It  is  fmther  stated  that 
Petitioner  is  not  obligated  to  accept  for 
transportation  and  delivery  volumes  of 
natural  gas  in  excess  of  157,731  Mcf  per 
day  unless,  in  Petitioner’s  sole  judge¬ 
ment  and  descretion,  there  is  sufficient 
pipeline  capacity  and  operating  flexibil¬ 
ity  to  transport  and  deliver  such  addi¬ 
tional  volumes.  Petitioner  asserts  that 
such  capacity  would  be  available  when 
there  are  mechanical  difficulties  in  that 
porti(Hi  of  Petitioner’s  pipdine  system 
and  intrastate  extensions  south  of  the 
Stanfield,  Oregcm  tap,  such  that  delivery 
capability  in  that  portion  of  the  pipeline 
system  must  be  reduced.  Petitioner 
states  that  an  outage  of  one  <Mr  m(xre 
compressor  units  south  of  Stanfield  due 
to  mechanical  problems  would  cause  the 
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delivery  capability  to  be  restricted,  but 
that  the  pipeline  upstream  of  the  defec¬ 
tive  unit  would  still  have  the  capability 
of  delivering  maximum  daily  volumes. 

Petitioner  states  that  it  has  calculated 
from  the  operating  records  of  its  system 
the  amoirnt  of  time  various  outages  can 
be  expected  to  occur  and  has  estimated 
best-efforts  deliveries  from  November  1, 
1976,  through  October  31,  1977,  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

Delivery  volume  Number  of  days 

(1,000  Me f  per  day)  at  this  volume 

0 _ 193 

1  to  30 _ _ _ ^ - -  41 

31  to  60 . - . —  61 

61  to  90 .  27 

91  to  120 .  63 

The  Petitioner  states  that  deliveries 
under  the  instant  transportation  ar¬ 
rangement  would  not  decrease,  beyond 
those  decreased  volumes  caused  equip¬ 
ment  outages,  the  quantities  of  natural 
gas  delivered  by  Petitioner  at  other  de¬ 
livery  points  to  Northwest  or  quantities 
of  natural  gas  delivered  by  Petitioner  to 
Pacific  Gas  and  Electric  Company,  a 
customer  of  Petitioner. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
petition  to  amend  should  on  or  before 
February  11,  1977,  file  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a  pro¬ 
test  in  accordance  with  the  requirements 
of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of  practice 
and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and 
the  regulations  under  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  (18  CFR  157.10).  AU  protests  filed 
with  the  Commission  will  be  considered 
by  it  in  determining  the  appropriate  ac¬ 
tion  to  be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to 
make  the  protestants  parties  to  the  pro¬ 
ceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to  become 
a  party  to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate 
as  a  party  in  any  hearing  therein  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene  in  accordance 
with  the  Commission’s  rules. 

Ksnnetb  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.77-3380  Filed  2-2-77;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  CP77-1521 

TRANSCONTINENTAL  GAS  PIPE  LINE 
.  CORP. 

Certificate  Application 

January  31, 1977. 

Take  notice  that  on  January  26,  1977, 
Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line  CXirpo- 
ration  (Applicant),  P.O.  Box  1396, 
Houston,  Texas  77001,  filed  in  Docket 
No.  CP77-152  an  iu;>plication  pursuant  to 
section  7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for 
a  certificate  of  pubUc  convenience  and 
necessity  authorizing  the  transportation 
of  up  to  8,000  Mcf  of  natural  gas  per  day 
on  a  best-effcHls  basis  for  Atlantic  Rich¬ 
field  C(Nnpany  (Atlantic  Richfield),  all 
as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the  applica¬ 
tion  vdiich  Is  on  file  with  the  Commls- 
skm  and  open  to  public  inspection. 

Applicant  states  that  Atlantic  Rich¬ 
field  owns  and  operates  a  refinery  com¬ 
plex  in  Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania, 


which  purchases  its  natural  gas  feed¬ 
stock  requirements  from  Philadelphia 
Gas  Works  (PGW),  an  existing  cus¬ 
tomer  of  Applicant  under  Applicant’s 
Rate  Schedule  CD-3.  It  is  further  stated 
that  PGW  has  notified  Atlantic  Richfield 
that  all  gas  deliveries  to  Atlantic  Rich¬ 
field’s  Philadelphia  Refinery  w'ould  be 
100  percent  curtailed  until  further 
notice. 

It  is  asserted  that  Atlantic  Richfield 
currently  requires  6,000  to  8,000  Mcf  of 
natural  gas  per  day  for  feedstock  for 
the  manufacture  of  hydrogen  essential 
to  the  production  of  specification  home 
heating  oil,  industrial  fuel  oil,  and  motor 
gasoline.  Such  curtailment  by  PGW,  it  is 
asserted,  would  cause  the  following  esti¬ 
mated  reductions  in  the  production  of 
specification  products : 

Product  Gallons  per  day 

Motor  Gasoline _  21, 000 

Home  Heating  Oil _  109, 000 

Low  Sulfur  Industrial  Fuel  Oil _  798,  000 

Propane  _  42, 000 

Butanes  _  69, 000 

It  is  further  asserted  that  without 
hydrogen  derived  from  natural  gas,  the 
refinery  would  be  forced  to  produce  sul¬ 
fur  fuel  oil,  not  aco^table  under  exist¬ 
ing  environmental  regulations,  in  the 
amount  of  approximately  483,000  gallons 
per  day,  assuming  the  r^nery  could 
continue  to  operate  using  an  additional 
231,000  gallcHis  per  day  of  reformer  stock 
which  has  not  yet  been  locate. 

Applicant  states  that  Atlantic  Rich¬ 
field  also  owns  and  operates  a  refinery 
cmnplex  near  Houston,  Texas,  which 
would  be  able  temporarily  to  utilize 
liquid  fuels  for  a  portion  of  its  energy 
requirements,  thereby  reducing  its  con- 
suinptkm  of  natural  gas  in  amounts  up 
to  8,000  Mcf  per  day.  It  is  further  stated 
that  Atlantic  Richfield  plans  to  effec¬ 
tuate  exchange  agreements  in  order  to 
make  such  equivalent  natural  gas  vol¬ 
umes  available  for  delivery  to  Applicant 
at  an  existing  delivery  point  on  Appli¬ 
cant’s  system  to  be  mutually  agreed  upon 
by  Applicant  and  Atlantic  Richfield.  Ap¬ 
plicant,  therefore,  proposes  to  transport 
up  to  8,000  Mcf  of  natural  gas  per  day  to 
PGW  for  delivery  and  ultimate  use  at 
Atlantic  Richfield’s  Philadelphia  refinery 
for  a  period  not  to  exceed  60  days,  and 
to  charge  Atlantic  Richfield  22.0  cents 
per  Mcf  transported.  Applicant  also 
states  that  Atlantic  Richfield  would  fur¬ 
nish  an  additional  4.4  percent  of  the 
transixwtation  volumes  for  pipeline  fuel 
requirements.  Applicant  asserts  that  no 
additional  facilities  would  be  required  to 
effectuate  this  transacUon. 

It  is  stated  that  Atlantic  Richfield  has 
advised  Applicant  that  PGW  is  agreeaUe 
to  the  proposed  transportation  arrange¬ 
ment  and  would  effect  delivery  to  At¬ 
lantic  Richfield’s  Philadelphia  Refinery. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  Febru¬ 
ary  11,  1977,  file  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washingt(Mi,  D.C._,20426,  a 
petitiem  to  interv^e  or  a  prot^t  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  ot  the 
Oonunission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the% 


regulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
(18  CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with' 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by  it  in 
determining  the  appropriate  actitm  to  be 
taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a 
party  in  any  hearing  therein  must  file 
a  prtition  to  intervene  in  accordance 
with  the  Commission’s  rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Cc«nmission  by  sections  7 
and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
Conunission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission  on 
this  application  if  no  petition  to  inter¬ 
vene  is  filed  within  the  time  required 
herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its  own  re¬ 
view  of  the  matter  finds  that  a  grant  of 
the  certificate  is  required  by  the  public' 
convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed,  or 
if  the  C(Hnmission  on  its  own  motion  be¬ 
lieves  that  a  formal  hearing  is  required, 
further  notice  of  such  hearing  will  be 
duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.77-3390  PUed  2-2-77:8:46  am] 


[Docket  No.  CP77-153] 

TRANSCONTINENTAL  GAS  PIPE  LINE 
CORP. 

Certificate  Application 

January  31,  1977. 

Take  notice  that  on  January  27,  1977, 
Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line  Corpo¬ 
ration  (Applicant) ,  P.O.  Box  1396,  Hous¬ 
ton,  Texas  77001,  filed  in  Docket  No. 
CP77-153  an  application  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  a 
certificate  of  public  convenience  and  ne¬ 
cessity  authorizing  the  transportatiim  of 
natural  gas  and  ethane  in  interstate 
ccxnmerce  for  certain  unspecified  cus¬ 
tomers  of  Applicant  and  authorizing 
the  construction  and  operation  of  im- 
specified  facilities  necessary  therefor, 
all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the  appli¬ 
cation  which  is  on  file  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  and  open  to  public  inspection. 

It  is  stated  that  Applicant,  acting  as 
agent  for  its  customers,  has  arranged  for 
the  purchase  of  ethane  by  certain  of 
said  customers  frenn  Ekiterprlse  Products 
Company  (Enterprise).  Applicant  states 
that  the  participating  customers  would 
purchase  up  to  24,000  barrels  (1,008,- 
000  gallons)  of  ethane  per  day  for  a  60- 
day  period  at  16  cents  per  gallon  for  the 
first  18,000  barrels  and  16.25  cents  per 
gallon  for  the  remaining  6,000  barrels, 
equivalent  to  a  weighted  average  deliv¬ 
ered  price  of  16.0625  cents  per  gallon. 
Such  price  and  quantity,  it  is  stated, 
compute  to  {q;>proximately  $2.29  per  mil¬ 
lion  Btu’s  and  71  billion  Btu’s  per  day, 
respectively.  It  is  further  stated  that 
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Enterprise  has  advised  Applicant  that 
Enterprise  may  be  able  to  increase  the 
etluine  quantities  to  36,000  barrels, 
equivalent  to  1,512,000  gallons  and  106 
billion  Btu’s  per  day. 

Applicant  asserts  that  deliveries  of 
ethane  by  Enterprise  for  the  accounts  of 
the  participating  customers  would  com¬ 
mence  as  soon  as  Applicant  has  com¬ 
pleted  construction  of  facilities  needed 
to  take  the  ethane  into  its  system  at  an 
existing  crossover  of  Enterprise’s  prod¬ 
ucts  pipeline  and  Applicant’s  Central 
Louisiana  Gathering  System,  presently 
estimated  to  be  completed  on  or  about 
February  1,  1977. 

It  is  stated  that  the  instant  proposal 
is  made  by  Applicant  to  assist  its  cus¬ 
tomers  in  alleviating  the  effects  of  -cur¬ 
tailments  of  deliveries  of  natural  gas  by 
Applicant  occasioned  by  a  shortager  of 
gas  supply  and  aggravated  by  adverse 
weather  conditions  which  have  been  and 
are  continuing  to  plague  the  country  east 
of  the  Rocky  Mountains. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  February 
11,  1977,  file  with  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the 
regculations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
(18  CFR  157.10).  AU  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by  it 
in  determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
be  taken  but  will  notjserve  to  make  the 
Protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party  to 
a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party 
in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  rules. 

^mfETH  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.77-3391  Piled  2-2-77:8:45  ami 


GAS  POLICY  ADVISORY  COUNCIL 
Order  Renewing  Certain  Committees 
January  26,  1977. 

This  Order  renews  the  former  Re¬ 
serves  and  Resources  Classifications  Sub¬ 
group;  Supply-Technical  Advisory  Task 
Force-rNonconventional  Natural  Gas  Re¬ 
sources;  Supply -Technical  Advisory  Task 
Force-Synthesized  Gaseous  Hydrocarbon 
Fuels;  Supply-Technical  Advisory  Task 
Force-Re^atory  Aspects  of  Substitute 
Gas;  Transmission,  Distribution  and 
Storage-Technical  Advisory  ’Task  Force- 
Rate  Design;  Transmission,  Distribution 
and  Storage-Technical  Advisory  ’Task 
Force-Impact  of  Gas  Shortage  on  Con¬ 
sumers;  Ccmservation-Technical  Advi¬ 
sory  ’Task  Force-EfiBciency  in  Use  of  Gas 
Finance-Technical  Advisory  Committee: 
Curtailment  Strategies-Technical  Advi¬ 
sory  Committee,  as  committees  of  the  Gas 
Policy  Advisory  Council  identified  by 
Commission  order  issued  January  21, 
1977. 

’Die  Commission  establishes  these  advi¬ 
sory  committees  in  accordance  with  the 


provisions  of  the  Federal  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee  Act,  Pub.  L.  92-463,  86  Stat.  770, 
Executive  Order  No.  11769  dated  Febru¬ 
ary  21.  1974,  39  FR  7125,  and  FPC  Gen¬ 
eral  Order  No.  464-A,  dated  August  2, 
1974,  39  FR  28929.  They  were  established 
initially  by  Commission  order  issued  Sep¬ 
tember  15,  1975,  and  renewed  by  Com¬ 
mission  order  issued  November  8,  1976, 
41  FR  50505  to  and  including  a  date  not 
later  than  December  24.  1976.  The  Sep¬ 
tember  15,  1975,  order  refers  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  an  order  of  the  Commission  is¬ 
sued  February  23.  1973,  38  PR  5940, 
which  restates  and  revises  the  content  of 
the  aforementioned  Commission’s  Febru¬ 
ary  23.  1971,  order,  so  as  to  refiect,  in 
one  order  format,  provisions  of  succeed¬ 
ing  orders  of  this  Commission  which  have 
changed  portions  of  the  February  23. 
1971,  order  as  necessary  from  time  to 
time  by  reason  of  Commission  determina¬ 
tion. 

By  notice  published  in  the  Federal 
Register.  December  27, 1976,  41  FR  56234, 
the  Chairman  of  the  Commission  has  de¬ 
termined  and  certified  that  renewal  of 
these  committees  for  the  period  set  forth 
herein  is  necessary  in  the  public  inter¬ 
est  in  connection  with  the  performance 
of  duties  imposed  on  the  Commission  by 
law.  The  purpose,  function,  and  member¬ 
ship  of  these  committees  are  as  follows: 

1.  Purpose.  The  purposes  of  the  advi¬ 
sory  committees  of  the  Gas  Policy  Advi¬ 
sory  Council  as  renewed  herein  are  as  set 
forth  in  the  Commission’s  order  of 
February  23.  1971,  Paragraph  1,  45  FPC 
338,  and  that  Paragraph  is  hereby  incor¬ 
porated  by  reference  herein.  These  com¬ 
mittees  will  function  as  set  forth  in  the 
aforementioned  orders  issued  iSeptember 
15,  1975,  and  Novemoer  8.  1976,  for  such 
period  of  time  as  necessary  to  CMnplete 
their  work,  and  will  expire  upon  publica¬ 
tion  of  their  reports. 

2.  Membership.  1716  current  member¬ 
ship  of  the  committees  renewed  herein 
are  identified  in  the  attached  appendix. 

’The  following  paragraphs  of  the  afore¬ 
mentioned  order  of  February  23.  1973, 
are  hereby  incorporated  by  reference 
herein: 

2.  Selection  of  Committee  Members. 

3.  ponduct  of  Meetings. 

4.  /Minutes  and  Records. 

5.  Secretary  of  the  Committee. 

6.  Locaion  and  Time  of  Meetings. 

7.  Advice  and  Recommendations  Offered 
by  the  Committee. 

The  committee  renewed  herein,  or 
such  other  committee  or  committees  as 
may  be  established  shall  not  be  permit¬ 
ted  to  receive,  compile,  or  discuss  data  or 
reports  showing  the  current  or  projected 
nonpublic  commercial  operations  of  iden¬ 
tified  business  enterprises.  Data  or  re¬ 
ports  of  a  nonpublic  nature  that  are  re¬ 
quested  from  identified  business  enter¬ 
prises  shall  be  submitted  directly  to  the 
Director  of  the  Gas  Policy  Advisory 
Council,  or  to  such  person  on  the  Com¬ 
mission  staff  as  designated  by  the  Direc¬ 
tor.  and  such  data  or  reoorts  will  be  com¬ 
posited  with  that  submitted  by  other, 
identified  busii\ess  enterprises  and  re¬ 
ported  on  a  composite  basis  and  the  pro¬ 


visions  of  section  8(b)  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act,  15  U.S.C.  717(g),  and  the  Freedom 
of  Information  Act,  5  U.S.C.  552(b)(4). 
shall  aiH>ly> 

’The  Secretary  of  the  Commissicm  shall 
file  with  the  Chairman.  Committee  on 
Commerce.  United  States  Senate.  Chair¬ 
man,  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce 
Committee,  House  of  Representatives, 
and  Librarian.  Library  of  Congress, 
copies  of  this  order,  as  constituting  the 
charter  of  the  National  Gas  Survey  Com¬ 
mittees  as  hereinabove  described. 

This  order  is  effective  as  of  the  date  of 
issuance. 

1110  Secretary  of  the  Commission  shall 
cause  prompt  publication  of  this  order 
to  be  made  in  the  P’ederal  Register.  * 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

Reserves  and  Resources  Classifications 
Subgroup 

Mr.  Luclo  A.  D’Andrea.  Federal  Energy  Ad¬ 
ministration,  Washington,  D.C. 

Mr.  Ralph  W.  Garrett,  Exxon  Company, 
U.S.A.,  Houston,  Texas. 

Mr.  James  R.  Gill,  Department  of  the  In¬ 
terior,  Washington,  D.C. 

Dr.  Edwin  D.  Goebel,  University  of  Missouri, 
Kansas  City,  Missouri. 

Mr.  Edwin  F.  Hardy.  Jensen  Associates.  Inc., 
Washington,  D.C. 

Mr.  Francis  X.  Jordan,  Independent  Petro¬ 
leum  Association  of  America,  Washington, 
D.C. 

Mr.  Robert  Kallsch,  American  Gas  Associa¬ 
tion,  Arlington,  Virginia. 

Mr.  WUllam  J.  McCabe,'  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C. 

Dr.  Daniel  Merriam,  Syracuse  University,  Sjrr- 
acuse.  New  York. 

Dr.  Richard  F.  Meyer,"  U  S.  Geological  Survey. 
Reston,  Virginia. 

Mr.  Robert  P.  Plkul,  The  MITRE  Corpora¬ 
tion,  McLean,  Virginia. 

The  Arie  Verrlps,  American  Public  Gas  As¬ 
sociation,  Washington,  D.C. 

Supply -Technical  Advisort  Task  Force- 
Nonconventional  Natural  Gas  Resourcbb 

Mr.  Ellis  R.  Boyd.  Jr.,  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C. 

Mr.  Porter  John  Brown,  Columbia  Gas 
Transmission  Corporation,  Charleston. 
West  Virginia. 

Mr.  Robert  R.  Czarlck,  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission.  Washington,  D.C. 

Mr.  P.  A.  Dennle,  Shell  Oil  Company.  Hous¬ 
ton,  Texas. 

Dr.  John  M.  Dennison.  University  of  North 
Carolina,  Chapel  Hill,  Nm'th  Carolina. 

Mr.  George  H.  Denton,  The  Plttston  Com¬ 
pany  Lebanon.  Virginia. 

Mr.  Maurice  Deul,  U.S.  Bureau  of  Mines. 

Pittsburg,  Peiuisylvanla. 

Mr.  Wallace  DeWitt,  Jr.,  U.S.  Bureau  of 
Mines.  Reston.  Virginia. 

Mr.  Lloyd  E.  Elklns.»  AMOCO  Production 
(Company,  Tulsa,  Oklahoma. 

Mr.  Sidney  S.  Galpin,  Consolidated  Gas  Sup¬ 
ply  Corporation.  Clarksburg,  West  Virginia. 
Dr.  Gerald  Ham.  U.S.  Energy  Research  &  De¬ 
velopment  Administration.  Washington, 
D.C. 

Professor  John  W.  Harbaugh,*  Stanford  Uni¬ 
versity.  Palo  Alto.  California. 

Professor  Claude  R.  Hocott,  University  of 
Texas.  Austin,  Texas. 

Mr.  TTiomas  Jennings,'  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C. 

Dr.  Paul  H.  Jones.  Louisiana  State  Univer¬ 
sity.  Baton  Rouge.  Louisiana. 

Mr.  WUliam  Laird,  Gates  Engineering  Com¬ 
pany,  Pittsburgh.  Pennsylvania. 
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Mr.  William  LaLonde,  m,  Elizabethtown  Gas 
Company,  Elizabeth,  New  Jersey. 

Dr.  Philip  E.  LaMoreaux,  P.  E.  LaMoreaux  & 
Assoc.  Inc.,  Tuscaloosa,  Alabama. 

Dr.  David  Lombard,  D.S.  Energy  Research  & 
Development  Administration,  Washington, 
D.C. 

Mr.  W.  E.  Matthews,  IV,  Southern  Natural 
Gas  Company,  Birmingham,  Alabama. 

Mr.  John  L.  McCormick,  Environmental  Pol¬ 
icy  Center,  Washington,  D.C. 

Mr.  David  Morehouse,  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C. 

Mr.  William  K.  Overbey,  Jr.,  U.S.  Energy  Re¬ 
search  &  Development  Administration, 
Morgantown,  West  Virginia. 

Dr.  DouglEts  Patchen,  West  Virginia  Geologi¬ 
cal  Survey,  Morgantown,  West  Virginia. 

Mr.  Frank  C.  Schora,  Institute  of  Gas  Tech¬ 
nology,  Chicago,  Illinois. 

Mr.  Milford  L.  Skow,  U.S.  Bureau  of  Mines, 
Washington,  D.C. 

Mr.  Frank  Stead,  US  Geological  Survey,  Den¬ 
ver,  Colorado. 

Mr.  Raymond  H.  Wallace,  Jr.,  U.S.  Geological 
Survey,  Bay  St.  Louis,  Mississippi. 

Mr.  Howard  Walton,  U.S.  Federal  Energy  Ad¬ 
ministration,  Wa^ngton,  D.C. 

Mr.  Arthm  Warner,  U.S.  Bureau  of  Mines, 
Washington,  D.C. 

Mr.  A.  B.  Waters  Halliburton  Services,  Dun¬ 
can,  Oklahoma. 

Mr.  Victor  H.  Zabel,  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C. 

Supply-Technical  Advisory  Task  Fobce- 
Synthesized  Gaseous  Hydrocarbon  Fuels 

Mr.  Donald  E.  Anderson.  Williams  Brothers 
Engineering  Company,  Tulsa,  Oklahoma. 
Mr.  Albert  F.  Bass,  U.S.  Federal  Energy  Ad¬ 
ministration,  Washington,  D.C. 

Mr.  Aaron  I.  Bond,  New  Mexico  Scientific 
Lab.  System,  Albuquerque,  New  Mexico. 
Mr.  Bernard  J.  Bortz,  Ford,  Bacon  &  Davis, 
Inc.,  New  York,  New  York. 

Mr.  Nell  Coates,  MITRE  Corporation,  Mc¬ 
Lean,  Virginia. 

Mr.  Kenneth  L.  Cornwell,  E.  I.  Du  Pont  De 
Nemours  &  Company,  Inc.,  Wilmington, 
Delaware. 

Mr.  Robert  R.  Czarlck,  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C. 

Mr.  James  M.  Evans,  Envlro  Control  Incor¬ 
porated,  Rockville,  Maryland. 

Mr.  Earl  V.  Fisher,  Texas  Eastern  Transmis¬ 
sion  Corporation,  Houston,  Texas. 

Dr.  Alan  G.  Fletcher,*  University  of  North 
Dakota,  Grand  Forks,  North  Dakota. 

Mr.  Edward  Fomadel,  DRAVO  Corporation, 
Pittsburgh,  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  George  Pumlch,  Jrj,  U.S.  Energy  Research 
&  Development  Administration,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C. 

Mr.  James  R.  Garvey,  Bituminous  Coal  Re¬ 
search,  Inc.,  Monroeville,  Pennsylvania. 
Professor  James  J.  Harris,  University  of 
North  Dakota,  Grand  Forks,  North  Dakota. 
Mr.  Emby  Kaye,  Independent  Operator, 
Tulsa,  Oklahoma. 

Mr.  Ralph  Klenker,  Monsanto  Company,  St. 

Louis,  Missouri.  j  , 

Mr.  Douglas  King,  Ameclcan  Gas  Association, 
-  Arlington,  Virginia. 

Dr.  Christopher  Knudsen,  U.S.  Energy  Re¬ 
search  &  Development  Administration, 
Washington,  D.C. 

Professor  Wayne  Kube,  University  of  North 
Dakota.  Grand  Forks.  North  Dakota. 

Dr.  Bernard  S.  Lee,  Institute  of  Gas  Technol¬ 
ogy,  Chicago,  Illinois. 

Mr.  Franklin  W.  Llpshultz,  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 

Mr.  Charles  Lohah,  Council  of  Energy  Re¬ 
sources  Tribes,  Boulder,  Colorado. 

Mr.  Walter  Lusby,  Federal  Power  Commission, 
Washington.  D.C. 


Mr.  Charles  W.  Margolf,*  W.  R.  Grace  &  Com¬ 
pany,  Englewood,  Colorado. 

Mr.  David  C.  Masselll,  Common  Cause,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

Mr.'  William  J.  McCabe,'  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C. 

Mr.  John  McComb,  Sierra  Club,  Tucson,  Ari¬ 
zona.  . 

Mr.  John  L.  McCormick,  Environmental  Pol¬ 
icy  Center,  Washington,  D.C. 

Mr.  David  F.  Morehouse,  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C. 

Mr.  Ralbern  H.  Murray,  Consolidated  Natural 
Gas  Company,  Pittsburgh,  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  Finn  Neilson,  UB.  Federal  Energy  Ad¬ 
ministration,  Washington,  D  C. 

Dr.  Maurice  F.  Oxenrelter,  AMOCO  Produc¬ 
tion  Company,  Naperville,  Dlinois. 

Mr.  R.  H.  Park,  Texaco  Inc.,  Houston,  Texas. 
Professor  George  Provenzano,  University  of 
Illinois,  Urbana,  Illinois. 

Mr.  Israel  Putnam,  U.S.  Community  Services 
Administration,  Washington,  D.C. 

Mr.  Lester  Schramm,  U.S.  Bureau  of  Mines, 
Washington,  D.C. 

Mr.  James  R.  Spor,  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C. 

Mr.  Elwood  R.  Volpe,  Public  Service  Electric 
&  Gas  Company,  Newark,  New  Jersey. 

Dr.  John  A.  Whitcombe,  TOSCO  Corpora¬ 
tion,  Los  Angeles,  California. 

Mr.  Jack  T.  Wooten,  Texas  Eastern  Transmis¬ 
sion  Corporation,  Houston,  Texas. 
Supply-Technical  Advisory  Task  Force-Regu¬ 
latory  aspects  of  Substitute  Gas 
Mr.  Alex  Bastos,  Consultant,  Washington, 
D.C. 

Mr.  Robert  B.  Catell,  Brooklyn  Union  Gas 
Company,  Brooklyn,  New  York. 

Mr.  G.  Scott  Cuming,  The  El  Paso  Company, 
Houston,  Texas. 

Mr.  Robert  R.  Czarick,  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C. 

Mr.  Martin  N.  Erck,s  Exxon  Company.  U.S.A., 
Houston,  Texas. 

Mr.  Earl  V.  Fisher.  Texas  Eastern  Transmis¬ 
sion  Corporation,  Houston,  Texas. 

Mr.  Gordon  Gooch,  Baker  &  Botts,  Washing¬ 
ton,,  D.C. 

Ms.  Eileen  Grevey,  New  Mexico  Energy  Re¬ 
sources  Board,  Santa  Fe,  New  Mexico. 

Mr.  David  S.  Harter,  South  Carolina  Energy 
Management  Office,  Columbia,  South  Caro¬ 
lina. 

Mr.  C.  Luther  Heckman,  Ohio  Public  Utilities 
Commission,  Columbus,  Ohio. 

Professor  Richard  Heilman.  University  of 
Rhode  Island,  Kingston,  Rhode  Island. 
Professor  Christopher  T.  Hill,  Office  of  Tech¬ 
nology  Assessment,  U.S.  Congress,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

Mr.  C.  Roger  Hoffman,  Texaco  Inc.,  Houston, 
Texas. 

Mr.  John  W.  Howard,  Standard  Oil  Company 
(Indiana),  Chicago,  Illinois. 

Mr.  Frank  Jestrab,*  BJella  &  Jestrab,  Wlllls- 
ton.  North  Dakota. 

Mr.  W.  F.  Lamm,  Carter  Oil  Company,  Hous¬ 
ton,  Texas. 

Mr.  Charles  Lohah;  Council  of  Energy  Re¬ 
sources  Tribes,  Boulder.  Colorado. 

Mr.  David  C.  Masselll,  Common  Cause,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

Mr.  William  J.  McCabe,'  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C. 

Mr.  John  L.  McCormick,  Environmental  Pol¬ 
icy  Center,  Washington,  D.C. 

Mr.  David  F.  Morehouse,  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C. 

Mr.  William  M.  Pfeiffer,  Pacific  Lighting  Cor¬ 
poration,  Los  Angeles,  California. 

Mr.  Israel  Putnam,  U.S.  Community  Services 
Administration,  Washington,  D.C. 

Mr,.  Frederick  H.  Warren,  NUS  Corporation, 
Rockville,  Maryland. 

Mr.  Alfred  J.  Weiss,  Lummus  Company. 
Bloomfield,  New  Jersey. 


Mr.  Harry  S.  Welch,  Panhandle  Eastern  ^pe 
Line  Company,  Houston,  Texas. 

Mr.  Jack  T.  Wooten,  Texas  Eastern  Trans¬ 
mission  Corporation,  Houston,  Texas. 

Dr.  Arthur  W.  Wright,  Purdue  University, 
West  Lafayette,  Indiana. 

Transmission,  DisTRiBxmoN  and  Storage- 
Technical  Advisory  Task  Force-Rate 
Design 

Mr.  W.  Page  Anderson,  Panhandle  Eastern 
Pipe  Line  Company,  Houston,  Texas. 

Mr.  Robert  Ashbum,  Long  Island  Lighting 
Company,  Mineola,  New  York. 

Mr.  Andrew  W.  Battese,  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C. 

Professor  Colin  Blaydon,  Duke  University, 
Durham,  North  Carolina. 

Mr.  John  Brlckhill,  Foster  Associates,  Inc., 
Washington,  D.C. 

Mr.  Louis  J.  Carter,  Pennsylvania  Public  Util¬ 
ity  Commission,  Harrisburg,  Pennsylvania. 
Mr.'^arry  Connelly,  Philadelphia  Gas  Works, 
Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  Bert  Deleeuw,  Movement  for  Economic 
Justice,  Washington,  D.C. 

Mr.  Charles  Frazier,  National  Economic  Re¬ 
search  Associates,  Philadelphia,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania.  ^ 

Ms.  Janet  S.  Grimes,'  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C., 

Dr.  Ernst  Habicht,  Environmental  Defense 
Fund,  East  Setauket,  New  Yoidc. 

Professor  James  J.  Ha^Ls,  University  of  North 
Dakota,  Grand  Forks,  Ncuth  Dakota. 

Mr.  Frank  J.  Hartmann,  PEZ-HAAS  Inc., 
Orange,  Connecticut. 

Mr.  John  P.  Hewitt,  Maryland  Energy  Policy 
Office,  Baltimore,  Maryland. 

Mr.  Jonel  C.  Hill,  Southern  California  Gas 
Company,  Los  Angeles,  California. 

Mr.  A.  Stewart  Holmes,  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C. 

Mr.  William  D.  Jaquds,  Algonquin  Gas  Trans¬ 
mission  Company,  Boston,  Massachusetts. 
Or.  Peter  Konljn,  U.S.  Department  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare,  Washington,  D.C. 
Mr.  Randolph  E.  Mathura,  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 

Rear  Admiral  William  A.  Meyers,  m,  U.S. 

Deoartment  of  Defense,  Washington,  D.C. 
Mr.  Michael  J.  Mroczka,  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C. 

Mr.  Charles  Olson,*  H.  Zlnder  &  Associates, 
Inc.,  Washington,  D.C. 

Ms.  M.  Ceclle  Pinette,  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C. 

Mr.  James  I.  Poole,  Jr.,  Natural  Gas  Pipe¬ 
line  Company  of  Am«-lca,  Chicago,  Illinois. 
Mr.  Donald  T.  Quinn,  Texas  Eastern  Trans¬ 
mission  Corporation,  Houston,  Texas. 

Mr.  Jerome  Stockhausen,  Columbia  Gas  Sys¬ 
tem,  Service  Corp.,  Wllmmgton,  Delaware. 
Mr.  James  J.  Tanner,  Pacific  Gas  and  Elec¬ 
tric  Company,  San  Francisco,  California. 
Mr.  Peter  Tracey,  Olln  Corporation,  Stam¬ 
ford,  Connecticut. 

Dr.  Richard  Tybout,  Ohio  State  University, 
Columbus,  Ohio. 

Mr.  Michael  A.  Viren.  Missouri  Public  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission,  Jefferson  City,  Missouri. 
Mr.  Richard  W.  Walker,*  Arthur  Anderson  & 
Company,  Chicago, -Illinois. 

Mr.  Kenneth  A.  Williams,  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 

Mr.  Lundy  R.  Wright,  Jr.,  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 

Transmission,  Distribution  and  Storage- 
Technical  Advisory  Task  Force  Impact  op 
Gas  Sh(»tage  on  Consumers 

Mr.  Nell  L.  Adams,  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington.  D.C. 

Mr.  David  Arpl,  Federal  Power  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C. 

Mr.  Alvin  Askew,  Governor’s  Energy  Advisory 
Cotmcil',  Austin,  Texas. 
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M-.  Albert  F.  Bass.  VS.  Federal  Energy  Ad-  Mr 
mlnl8tratloi\,  Wasliingt<«.  D  C. 

Mr.  Elmer  S.  BUes.  UB  Department  of  Com-  Mi 
merce  (Census) ,  Sultlan^,  Maryland 
Mr  Elis  R.  Boyd,  Jr,  Federal  Power  Com-  M. 

mission.  Washington,  D.C.  vfi 

Mr  Jack  M.  Campbell.  UB.  AppalacWan  Re-  Mi 

ifuckf^^D' Andrew  UB.  Ea«gj 

Administration,  Washington 

Mr.  Bert  DeLeeuw,  Movement  for  Bconomle 

Justice.  Washington,  D.C.  _ 

Ms.  Janet  B.  Orlmes,*  Federal  Power  Com- 

mission,  Washington.  D.C.  _  * 

Mr.  Robert  E.  Ham,  CaUforala  toergy  Com- 
mission.  Sacramento,  ^^ornla. 

.  Mr.  WUUam  Harltaway.  Beln^  McCarthy, 
Spencer,  et  al,  Washingtor^I^.  “ 

Mr  *^vld  a  Harter.  Sooth  Carolina  ^^rgy 
**l^agMnent  Office,  Colombia.  South  Caro-  ^ 

mJ^uI  1- Hitchcock.  Worth  ^l^J^ 

“  liSgy  Dlvlaloo,  Balel^ 

Mr.  Joeeph  A.  Hoffman,  Waw  _ 

ment  of  lAbor  and  Indoetry.  Trenton,  Hew  E 

Mr.^^ird  Huntington,  HAFetoal  Energy 
Administration.  WadilngtoB.  V.C.  * 

Mr.  Donald  M.  Joyce.  Pomona  Ootporattoo. 

Oreenatbcro,  Worth  Caroling  _ 

Mr.  Thomaa  J.  Joyce,*  Joyce  Aaeodaitee,  Ine,  ^ 

Mobtt  on  Oi*p«»*En.  ^ 

Mr^'SSS^n’^lhg.  XJB.  Boreal  of  Mine*. 
Washington,  D.C. 

Dr.  Peter  Konljn,  H-S.  Depart®^ ^He^ 
Education  and  Welfare.  Washing^  D.a  1 
Rear  Admiral  William  A-  “*5;^  gg* 

Department  of  Defense  Washtogton^^ 

Mr.  BUchard  C.  Perry.  Union  CarWde  Corpo¬ 
ration.  New  York.  New  York.  . 

Mr.  Isra^  Putnam,  UB.  Commonly  Semeee 

Administration.  Washington.  D.C. 

Mr.  Robert  Relnsrt.  UB.  Department  of  Agrt- 
culture.  Washington,  D-C- 
Mr.  WUson  Riley,  UB.  Department  of  Slate. 

Washington.  D.C,  ^  ^ 

Mr.  ^JtdsSantooe.*  UB.  Department  of  Com¬ 
merce.  Washington.  D.C,  _ • 

Ms.  Unda  Scholl.  UB.  Federal  Wnergy  Admin¬ 
istration.  Washington,  D.a 
Mr.  J.  !».  Sohwtiser.  O'^HEiergyimd  Min¬ 
erals  Company,  UJB,  Houston,  Tenn 
Mr  James  Smll^  United  Steel  Wotkera  m 
America.  PltttiJor^  Pennsylva^ 

Mr.  Robert  H.  Steder.  PPO  Industries,  Inc, 
Pittsburgh.  Pwinsylvanlfc 
Mr.  wiHlam  H.  SUnaman,  FhflsdeSphla  Oaa 
Works.  Philadelphia,  Peunaylvanl^ 

Mr.  John  Stone.  Mltie  Corporation.  Meloan. 

yii-glnia.  _ 

Dr.  Ernesto  Venegas.  MlnneeoU  Energy  Agen¬ 
cy,  St. Paul. Minnesota.  _ _ ...  . 

Dr.  Winiam  C.  White.  Fertiliser  Xnstituta, 
Washington.  D.a 

OoNsmvATeoif-TacHMicai.  Armsoav  Tasu 
Poscs-Errmmtcr  nr  Usb  ow  Oas 

Mr.  John  Albright.  U.S.  Bureau  erf  Mlnea. 

Washington.  D.C.  _ _ 

Mr.  Harvey  M.  Bernstein,  Hlttman,  Associ- 
atas,  Inc,  Colunabla,  Maryland. 

M^.  a  BUes,  UB.  Dqjartment  of  Com¬ 

merce  (Census).  Sultland,  Maryland. 

Mr.  Douglas  Blake,  MITRE  Corporation.  Mc¬ 
Lean.  Virginia. 

Mr.  Jack  M.  Campbell,  UB.  Appaladilan  Be- 
glcmal  Oommlaaion,  Washington.  D.C. 

Mr  Ion  R.  OolUns,  Nevada  Energy  ReBources 
Advisory  Board.  Las  Vegas.  Nevada. 

Dr.  John  B.  Edwards,  Ford  Motor  Company. 
DearlXMm.  Michigan. 

Mr.  Rohwt  A.  FBlp.  Southern  OaUfomla  Oas 
Oompamy,  Los  Alleles,  Oalifcwnla. 


Mr.  Robert  F.  Garfoot.  Northern  Natural  Oas  A 
Company,  Omaha,  Nebraska. 

Mr.  J.  F.  Oustaferro,  UB.  D^jartment  of  ■ 
Commerce,  Washington,  D.C. 

Mr.  J5.  I*.  Henry,  Gulf  En«gy  and  Minerals  i 
Company,  U.S.,  Houston,  Texas. 

Mr.  Jcrfin  A.  Irwin,*  Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe  1 
Line  Company.  Houston,  Texas. 

Mr.  WUUam  D.  Jaques,  Algonquin  Oas  l 
Transmission  Company,  Boston,  Massa¬ 
chusetts.  ^  ' 

Mr.  James  R.  Kirby,'  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  ^ 

Mr.  Gordon  Koelllng,  UB.  Bureau  of  Mines, 
Washington.  D.C. 

Mr.  Jack  Langmead,  Gas  Appllaaceltonu- 
facturera  Association.  Artlngtoo.  Vli-KUila. 
Mr.  WUUam  J.  McCaba,  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission.  Washington,  D.C. 

Mr.  James  W.  McCloakey.  Delaware  Depart¬ 
ment  of  PubUc  Safety.  Delaware  caty. 
Delaware. 

Ms.  Bonnie  Moore,  Puel  Economy  Consult¬ 
ants.  Inc,  New  York,  Jfew  York. 

Mr.  John  George  MuUer.  UB.  Federal  Energy 
Administration.  Washington.  D.O. 

Dr.  Francis  X.  Murray.  Center  for  Strategw 
and  International  Studlea,  Washington. 
D.C. 

Admiral  WUUam  A.  Myers,  m.  UB.  De- 
psrtment  of  Defensa,  Washington,  D-O. 

Mr.  Robert  Podlssdc.  Illinois  Oommetwe 
Commission,  ^jrlnglleld,  Illinois.  _ 

Mr.  Israel  Putnam,  UB.  Community  Services 
Administration.  Washington.  D.a 
Mr.  Robert  Retnsel.  UB.  Deportment  cf 
Agriculture,  Waahlngtcm,  D.a  _ 

Mr.  Charles  P.  Reusch.  Federal  Power  Oom- 
mtalon.  Washington,  D.a 
Mr.  Erancla  J.  Rlordan.  Hew  Hamrahtm  Fob- 
lie  UtUIties  commission,  Portsmouth,  Haw 
Hampshire.  . 

.  Mr.  John  Rogers,  United  States  Ooncreea 
Pipe  company,  Ocala,  Florida. 

I  Mr.  Joeeph  Sherman,  UB.  Depeutment  of 
Housing  and  Urban  Devel^ment,  Wash¬ 
ington.  D.a  . 

Mr.  Robert  Sloan,  PhUadrtphla  Oas  Works, 
t  Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  James  R.  ^por.  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion.  Washington.  D.a  _ 

Mr.  Samuel  Stewart;  MlnneeoU  Energy 
Agency.  St.  Panl.  Mtonescfa. 

Mr.  James  J.  Tanner,  Padfle  Gas  and  Slectiie 
Company.  San  Frandsoo,  Oeltfomla. 

Mr.  Gregcwy  A.  Thomas,  Slnra  caub,  Waah- 
C  tngton.  D.a  .  .  , 

Mr.  wonRosen,  Michigan  OnnsoMdatad 

Oas  Company.  Deferatt,  Michigan. 

Mk.  James  Woodmlf,*  Mldilgan  Public  Serv- 
•  tee  Commission,  Lansing,  Michigan. 


Mr.  E.  Kent  Damon,  Atlantic  Richfield  Com¬ 
pany.  Los  Angeles.  OaUfomla. 

Mr.  K  L.  Dow,  Standard  Oil  Oompany.  of 
California,  San  Francisco,  California. 

Mr.  (Siarles  Q.  Preund,*  Peoples  Gas  Com- 
pemy,  Chicago,  Illinois. 

Mr.  Philip  W.  Frick,  Columbia  Gas  System. 

Inc,  Wilmington,  I>elaware. 

Mr.  John  H.  Hoelscher,  Coastal  States  Gas 
Corporation,  Houston.  Texas. 

Mr.  Don  W.  HummeU,  Northern  Trust  Com¬ 
pany.  Chicago,  Illinois. 

Dr.  WlUlam  A.  Johnson,  George  Washington 
University,  Washington.  D.C. 

Mr.  Garrett  Kirk,  Jr,  DUlon  Read  &  Com¬ 
pany,  Inc,  New  York,  New  York. 

Mr.  CeOTg®  H.  Ledakte,  Federal  Power  Com- 
mtation.  Washlngttm,  D.C. 

Mr.  Arthur  L.  Utke,  Financial  Accounting 
Standards  Bocud,  Stamford,  Connecticut 
Professor  Ronald  W.  Mellcher.  UrUverslty  of 
Colorado,  Boulder,  Colorado. 

Mlsbara,  Paine,  Webber.  Jackson  ^ 
Curtla,  140  Broadway,  New  York,  Ne.\ 
Toek. 

Mr.  David  F.  Morehouse,  Federal  Power 
Commission.  Washlngtou,  D.C. 

Mr.  J.  Lawrence  Muir.  UB.  Securities  A-  Ex¬ 
change  Commission,  Washtagton.  D  C. 

Mr.  L.  Murdy,  Gulf  OU  Corporetioti 

Pittsburgh,  Petmsylvanla 
Mr.  Nolan,  Midwest  Research  Insti¬ 

tute.  Kansas  City.  Missouri. 

Mr.  TlKMnas  CFlftten,  Long  Island  Lighting 
Company,  Mlneola,  New  York. 

Mr.  Raynx^  J.  O'Conner,  Bache  Halsey  Stu¬ 
art.  Ine,  New  York.  New  York. 

Mr.  John  A.  Redding,  Continental  Illinois 
National  Bank  A  Trust  Co.,  Chicago,  Illi- 


FrwANCX-TxcHNicu.  ADvraoET  Oomam 
Mr.  Jack  Adelznan.'  Federal  Power  Commla- 
stoD.  Wasbtngtoc,  D.a 
Mr.  R  Gamlrfe  Baldwin.  First  Boston  Corpo¬ 
ration,  New  York,  Hew  York.  ^  ^ 

Mr.  Sheldon  Blerman.  Pierce  &  Brand,  Wash- 
lligi;oiX  D-C* 

Mr.  J.  E.  Blxby,  Texas  Eastern  Ttansmtoslon 
Corporation.  Houston.  Texas. 

Mr.  Robert  H.  Blanchard,  First  National 
TUtnk  of  Chicago,  Chicago.  HUnola. 

Mr.  Walter  H.  Boris.  Ooasumers  Power  Com¬ 
pany.  Jackson,  Mlrhlgan.  _ 

Mr  Robert  K  Brady,  First  National  Ctty 
Bank,  New  York,  New  York. 

Mr.  John  G.  L.  Cabot.  Cabot  Corporation. 

Boston,  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  PaiU  L.  Cato,  Teeoro  Petroleum  Corpora¬ 
tion,  San  Antonio,  Traas. 

Mr.  W.  R.  Cralg.  Union  OH  Company  of  OaB- 
fomla.  Loo  AngsleB,  OaUfomla. 

Mr.  Donald  B.  Otavon,  Miller  and  cajevaJler, 
Washington.  D.C. 

Mr.  Leroy  Oulbertsoii.  PblUlpe  Petroleum 
Company,  BartlesvUle,  Oklahoma. 


Mr.  8.  L.  Robwrtson,  Jr.,  Panhandle  Eastern 
Pipe  Company,  Houston,  Texas. 

Dr.  Marquis  R,  Seldd.  Federal  Power  Com- 
mtasion.  Washington.  D.a 

Mr.  Edward  A.  Sklpton.  Ohio  Public  UtilUie-- 
OommlsBlon.  Columbus,  (Bilo. 

Mr.  William  Stratton.  D.a  Public  Service 
Ccunmlsslon,  Washington.  D.C. 

Mr.  Edward  Symonds,*  Consultant,  New  Ver¬ 
non.  New  Jersey. 

Mr.  Joseph  Talago,  American  Ga.s  Associa¬ 
tion.  Aiilngtim.  Virginia. 

Mr.  WUUam  Thomas,  Pacific  Lighting  Cor- 
poratkm,  Los  Angeles,  California. 

Mr.  John  Townley,  Texas  Commerce  Bank. 
Houston.  Texas. 

Mr.  Frederick  L.  Webber,  Harris  Trust  and 
Savings  Bank.  Chicago,  HUnola. 

Dr.  Htimut  F.  WendeL  U.S.  Federal  Reserve 
System,  Washington.  D.C. 

Mr.  Lundy  R.  Wright.  Jr,  Federal  Power 
Oonunlaslon,  Washington,  D.C. 

CuKTAiLMTirr  Stsatechs-Technicai.  Advisory 
COMMTTTXX 


Mr.  NeH  L  Adams,  Federal  Power  Commit - 
Washington,  D.C. 

Mr.  Raymond  Attebery,  National  Distillers 
—rvH  Chemical  Oorp,  New  York,  New  York. 

Mr.  Albert  P.  Bass,  UB.  Federal  Energy  Ad¬ 
ministration,  Wasblngtcm,  D.C. 

M*  SaUy  W.  Bloomfitid,  Ohio  PubUc  Utilities 
Commission,  Columbus,  Ohio. 

Mr.  Kenneth  Bosaong.  Cmter  for  Science  In 
the  Public  Interest,  WsshlngtMi,  D.a 

Mr.  Lynn  Alsn  Broc^  Ommecticut  Planning 
A  Energy  Policy  Dept.,  Hartford,  Connecti¬ 
cut. 

Mr.  Gerald  L.  Brubaker.  UB.  Council  On  En- 
ViionmMital  QiaUlty.  Waidilngtom.  PXL 

Mr.  Richard  C.  Byrd,  IntersUta  Ott  Oonqiset 
Omnmlsslon,  Ottawa,  Kansas. 

Dr.  Charles  Clochetti,  Unlietslty  of  Wlsooi^ 
*tn  Madison,  Wisconsin.  _  _ 

Mr.  Thomas  Clarke,  UB.  Butbsu  Cf 
Washington.  D.G. 


rfOEtAl  ISGISTEI,  VOL  42,  NO.  23— THUkSDAt.  FEMUAtY  3,  1977 


6634 


NOTICES 


Mr.  Thomas  R.  Clift,  Pennsylvania  Public 
Utility  Commission,  Harrisburg,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania. 

Mr.  Luclo  A.  D’ Andrea,  U.S.  Federal  Energy 
Administration,  Washlngtcm,  D.C. 

Mr.  Lorln  H.  Drennan,  Jr.,  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 

Mr.  John  W.  Duane,  Consumers  Power  Com¬ 
pany,  Jackson,  Michigan. 

Mr.  Thomas  W.  Ferguson,  Jr.,  National 
Oypsum  Company,  Dallas,  Texas. 

Mr.  Leonard  W.  Fish,  American  Gas  Associa¬ 
tion,  Arlington.  Virginia. 

Mr.  Jack  Oaines,  UH.  Dept,  of  Oommwce, 
Washington,  D.C. 

Ms.  Kathleen  M.  Oran^>,  Ernst  A  Ernst; 
Washington,  D.C. 

Mr.  Edward  J.  Orenier,  Jr.,  Suth^land,  Asblll 
&  Brennan,  Washington,  D.O. 

Ms.  Janet  S.  Orlmee.  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission.  Washington,  D.C. 

Mrs.  Anne  Renouf  Headley,  Public  Chartering 

.  Inc.,  Washington.  D.C. 

Mr.  Joseph  A.  Hoffman,  New  Jersey  Dept,  of 
Labor  &  Industry.  Trenton,  New  Jersey. 

Mr.  Thomas  Hughes,  New  York  State  Publle 
Service  Commission,  Albany.  New  York. 

Mr.  Andrew  Kessock,  Jr.,  Oohimbla  Oas 
Transmission  Corporation,  Charleston. 
West  Virginia. 

Mr.  Gordon  Koelllng,  UH.  Bureau  of  Mines, 
Washington.  D.C. 

Dr.  Peter  Konljn.  UR.  Dept,  of  Health,  Edu¬ 
cation  A  Welfare.  Washington,  DjO. 

Mr.  Ronald  E.  Kutscber.  UR.  Department  of 
Labor.  Washington,  D.C. 

Mr,  Franklin  W.  Lipshults,*  Federal  Power 
Commission.  Washington,  D.C. 

Dr.  Bruce  Melaas.  Celanese  Corporation,  New 
York,  New  York. 

Mr.  Joseph  Mullln.  UR.  Department  at  Jus¬ 
tice,  Wa^ington,  D.C. 

Rear  Admiral  William  A.  Myers,  ttt,  uR.  De¬ 
partment  of  Defense,  Washington,  D.O. 

Mr.  Ray  J.  Nery,  North  Carolina  UUUtles 
Commission,  Raleigh,  North  Cartdlna. 

Mr.  John  F.  O’Leary,*  New  Mexico  Energy 
Resource  Board.  Santa  Fe,  New  Mexico. 

Bfr.  Vincent  O’Reilly,  International  Brother¬ 
hood  of  Electrical  Workm,  Washington, 
D.C. 

Mr.  Ned  V.  Peer,  General  Motors  Corpmatlon. 
Detroit,  Michigan. 

Mr.  Carl  Pope,  Sierra  Club,  San  Francisco, 
California. 

Mr.  Rob^  RelnseU  UR.  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture.  Washington,  D.C. 

Mr.  Wilson  Riley.  UR.  Department  of  State, 
Washington.  D.C. 

Dr.  Milton  Russell,  Resources  for  the  Futiire 
Ine.,  Washington.  D.C. 

Mr.  Thomas  Schrader,  UR.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  Washington,  D.C. 

Mr.  Walter  Senek.  Philadelphia  Gas  Works, 
Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  Wade  P.  Sewtil,  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington.  D.C. 

Mr.  Jos^h  Sherman.  U.S.  D^artment  of 
Housing  A  Urbem  Development,  Waking- 
ton.  D.C. 

Mr.  Peter  Susey,  Ohio  Energy  and  Resource 
Development  Agency,  Cedumbus,  (Milo. 

Mr.  Jim  Guy  Tucker,  Attorney  General.  Uttle 
Bock.  Arkansas. 

Mr.  Ronald  Vlsness,  Mlimesota  Energy 
Agency  St.  Paul,  Minnesota. 

Dr.  William  A.  Vogtiy,*  Pennsylvania  State 


1 FFC  oomrdinating  representative  and 
secretary. 

*  Subgroup  leader. 

*  Vice  chairman. 

«  Chairman. 

'Cochalrman. 


University,  University  Park,  Pennsylvania. 
Dr.  Haskell  P.  Wald,  Federal  Powe'  Commis¬ 
sion.  Waidiington,  D.C. 

[FR  Doc.77-3188  Filed  2-2-77;8:46  am] 


GAS  POLICY  ADVISORY  COUNCIL  CUR¬ 
TAILMENT  STRATEGIES-TECHNICAL  AD¬ 
VISORY  SUBGROUP 

Agenda  of  Meeting 

Agenda,  meeting  of  Curtailment 
Stategies-Technlcal  Advisory  Subgroup, 
Conference  Room  5200,  Federal  Power 
Commission,  Union  Plaza  Building,  825 
North  Capitol  Street  NE..  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  February  24.  1977,  9:00  a.m., 
presiding.  Mr.  Franklin  W.  Llpshultz, 
FPC  Coordinating  Representative  and 
Secretary. 

1 —  Can  to  order  and  Introdxictory  re¬ 
marks,  Mr.  Llpshultz. 

2 —  ^Determination  of  which  of  the  sug¬ 
gested  changes  to  the  November  1.  1076  dn^ 
report  should  be  ad<^)ted.  Dr.  WUllam  A. 
Vogely,  Vice  Chairman. 

3 —  Schedule  for  preparing  the  final  report 
and  obtaining  approval  of  the  committee 
membera 

4 —  Adjournment,  Mr.  UpShtiltz. 

nils  meeting  is  open  to  the  public.  Any 
Interested  person  may  attend,  appear  be¬ 
fore,  or  file  statements  wtih  the  commit¬ 
tee — ^whlch  statements,  if  In  written 
fram.  may  be  filed  b^we  or  after  the 
meeting,  or  If  oral,  at  the  time  and  in  the 
manner  permitted  by  the  Ccnnmlttee. 

Kenneth  F.  PLxncB, 
Secretary. 

[FB  Doc.77-3329  FUed  1-3-77;  11:36  am] 


GAS  POLICY  ADVISORY  COUNCIL  TRANS¬ 
MISSION,  DISTRIBUTION.  &  STORAGE 

TECHNICAL  ADVISORY  TASK  FORCE- 

RATE  DESIGN-SUBGROUP  #5 

Agenda  of  Meeting 

Gas  Policy  Advisory  Coimcll,  Agenda, 
meeting  of.  Transmission.  Distribution  & 
Storage  Technical  Advisory  Task  Force- 
Rate  Design-Subgroup  No.  5,  Conference 
Room  3401,  Federal  Power  Commission, 
Union  Plaza  Building.  941  North  Ci^ltol 
Street  NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  Feb¬ 
ruary  24,  1977,  9:30  a.m..  presiding:  Mrs. 
Janet  S.  Grimes.  Acting  FPC  Coordinat¬ 
ing  Representative  and  Secretary. 

1. — Call  to  order,  Ms.  Janet  S.  Grimes. 

2 —  ^Introductory  remarks,  Mr.  Dmiald  T. 
Qtilnn,  Subgroup  Chairman. 

3 —  ^Review  all  revised  subgroup  rep<Ht8. 

4 —  Prepare  Subgroup  No.  6  Report, 

6— Adjournment,  Ms.  Janet  S.  Grimes. 

This  meeting  is  open  to  the  public.  Any 
interested  person  may  attend,  i^^iear 
before,  or  file  statements  with  the  cMn- 
mlttee — ^whlch  statements.  If  In  wrlttm 
form,  may  be  fiJed  bef(Ke  or  after  the 
meeting,  or  If  oral,  at  the  time  and  In 
the  manner  permitted  by  the  committee. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.77-3328  Filed  1-31-77;  11:36  am] 


[Docket  No.  ER77-153] 

IOWA  PUBLIC  SERVICE  CO. 

Proposed  Rate  Change 

January  27,  1977. 

Take  notice  that  on  January  13.  1977, 
Iowa  Public  Service  Company  tendered 
for  filing  an  executed  contract  for 
wholesale  electric  service  to  the  City  of 
Denver,  Iowa,  dated  December  6,  1976. 
A  new  contract  supersedes  a  prior  agree¬ 
ment  between  the  parties  dated  July  1, 
1946,  which  was  terminated  by  an  FPC 
filing  of  December  10,  1976,  in  Docket 
No.  ER77-119. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  such  application  should  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Power  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  NE,  Washington,  DC 
20426,  in  accordance  with  §§1.8  and  1.10 
of  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CPR  1.8,  1.10).  All  such 
protests  or  petitions  should  be  filed  on 
or  before  February  7,  1977.  Protests  will 
be  considered  by  the  Commission  in  de¬ 
termining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make  Pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies  of  the 
application  are  on  file  with  the  Commis- 
skn  and  are  available  for  public  inspec¬ 
tion. 

Kenneth  P.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FB  Doc.77-3336  Filed  2-2-77:8:46  am] 


'  [Docket  No.  EB77-154] 

IOWA  PUBLIC  SERVICE  CO. 

Proposed  Rate  Change 

January  27,  1977. 

Take  notice  that  on  January  13.  1977, 
Iowa  Public  Service  Company  tendered 
for  filing  on  executed  rate  contract  fw 
wholesale  electric  service  to  the  Town  tA. 
Hudsem.  Iowa,  dated  December  13,  1976. 
The  ccxitract  tendered  for  filing  super¬ 
sedes  a  previous  agreement  between  the 
parties  dated  December  10.  1956.  which 
was  previously  terminated  by  a  filing  with 
the  Federal  Power  Cmnmlsslon  on  De¬ 
cember  10,  1976,  Docket  No.  ER77-120. 

Any  perstm  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  such  application  should  file  a  pe- 
tltl(xi  to  Intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Power  Commission.  82Sr  North 
Capitol  Street,  NE,  Washington,  DC. 
20426,  in  accordance  with  §§1.8  and  1.10 
of  Uie  Commissiem’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  1.8.  1.10).  All  such 
protests  or  petitions  should  be  filed  on 
or  befcKe  February  7,  1977.  Protests  will 
be  considered  by  the  Cmnmlssion  in  de¬ 
termining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
takoi.  but  will  not  serve  to  make  Pro¬ 
testants  parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any 
person  wishing  to  become  a  party  must 
file  a  petitliHi  to  intervene.  Copies  of  the 
application  are  on  file  with  the  Ccxn- 
mlsslon  and  are  available  for  puUie 
InspectloxL 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FB  Doc.77-3334  PUed  2-2-77;8:46  ain| 
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[Docket  No.  R-4781 

JUST  AND  REASONABLE  RATES  FOR 

SALES  OF  NATURAL  GAS  FROM  WELLS 

COMMENCED  PRIOR  TO  JANUARY  1. 

1973 

Extension  of  Time 

January  27,  1977. 

On  January  13.  1977.  El  Paso  Natural 
Gas  Company  (E2  Paso)  filed  a  motion 
to  extend  the  date  set  for  submitting 
its  pdan  for  fiow-through  of  refunds  as 
required  by  Ordering  Paragraph  (D)  of 
OpinkMi  No.  749,  as  am^ided  by  Opin¬ 
ion  No.  749-C.  in  the  above-designated 
proceeding. 

Upcxi  consideration,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  date  El  Paso  shall  submit 
its  plan  for  flow-through  of  refunds  Is 
extended  to  and  Including  Ifarch  1, 1977. 

Kxnnkth  F.  PLum. 

Searctarg. 

|FR  DOC.77-S335  FUed  a-a-77:<:M  asM 


[Docket  Ha  Ea7S-8181 

NORTHERN  STATES  POWER  CO. 

(MINNESOTA) 

Renewal  ol  Motion  for  Approval  of 
Settlement  Agreeing 

January  27, 1977. 

Take  notice  that  on  January  14,  1977. 
Northern  States  Power  Oomp<my  (NSP) 
filed  a  Renewal  ^  Motion  For  Approval 
Of  A  Settlement  Agreement,  dated  Sep¬ 
tember  2, 1976.  Said  Agreement  executed 
between  NSP  and  The  River  Electric 
Association,  purportedly  acting  as  Agent 
for  fourteen  total  requirement  municipal 
cust<Nners,  was  the  subject  of  a  modon 
filed  by  NSP  on  September  13. 1976.  The 
Commission  published  notice  of  this 
motion  in  the  FtoERAL  Rxgistxr  on  Sep¬ 
tember  23.  1976,  and  invited  comments 
by  October  8, 1976. 

After  receiving  tlmdy  oomments  on 
the  SeiHember  13  motion.  Die  Oommis- 
sion  mdered  a  settlonent  conference 
which  was  hdd  on  December  1.  1976. 
Pursuant  to  discussions  during  fliis  oon- 
ferou^e,  NSP  filed  the  instant  motion 
renewing  its  prior  motion. 

On  September  20.  1976,  by  letter  to 
the  Cmnmlsslcm,  the  City  of  Shakdpee 
(Shakopee)  informed  t^  Commission 
that  it  had  revoked  authority  previously 
ddegated  to  the  River  Hectrlc  Associa¬ 
tion  to  settle  the  preset  case.  On  Octo¬ 
ber  8,  1976,  Shakopee  filed  an  amraded 
petition  to  Intervene  alleging  the  exist¬ 
ence  of  a  price  squeeze  and  raising  re¬ 
tain  rate-related  issues. 

In  its  Instant  motion  NSP  has  re¬ 
quested  that  the  Commission  either 
determine  that  the  proposed  settlonait 
rates  do  not  create  a  price  squeeze  for 
Shakopee  or  In  the  alternative,  order  a 
hearliig  on  the  issxie.  NSP  has  submitted 
revenue  compartscm  data  in  support  of 
Ms  request  and  has  condltiooed  the  mak¬ 
ing  of  the  Instant  motkm  on  the  Com¬ 
mission  granting  the  above  request. 

Any  person  wishing  to  do  so  may  sub¬ 
mit  commoits  in  writing  concerning  the 


above  filing.  Comments  sliould  be  ad¬ 
dressed  to  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  825  North  Capitol  Street,  NW„ 
WashlngtMi.  D.C.  20426,  and  should  be 
submitted  on  or  before  F^ruary  9, 1977. 
Copies  of  the  oompcmy’s  filing  are  on  file 
wl^  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  ptfidic  inspection. 

Kenmkth  F.  Plukr, 
Secretarg. 

[FR  Doc .77-3333  Filed  2-2-77:8:46  am) 


[Docket  No.  KR77-137] 

OKLAHOMA  GAS  AND  ELECTRIC  Ca 

Order  Accepting  for  Filing  and  Suspending 
Froposed  Rate  Schedules,  Granting  In* 
tsrvantions  and  EstabRshing  Proeeduras 

January  26, 1977. 

On  Decmber  27,  1976,  Oklahoma  Gas 
t  Electric  Compcmy  (OGAE)  submitted 
for  filing  a  proposed  rate  increase  of  $2.- 
916,855  for  the  12  nxmths  period  succeed¬ 
ing  the  proposed  effective  date  of  Friiru- 
ary  1, 1977.  The  proposed  Increase  is  ap- 
Idteable  to  the  cust(»naw  Itemized  on  At¬ 
tachment.^ 

Oklahoma’s  present  rate  schedules  are 
of  a  fixed  rate  nature.  The  company, 
therefore,  requests  rouing  under  secrUcn 
206  of  the  Act  and  baa  filed  8um>lementB 
to  the  present  rate  schedules  which  it 
wants  to  became  effective  upon  conclu¬ 
sion  of  such  hearing.  It  has  also  submit¬ 
ted  a  tariff  Us  municipal  customers 
and  a  tariff  for  its  cooperative  customers 
to  become  effective  upon  termination  of 
any  fixed-rate  contract.  The  rates  in  the 
proposed  supplements  and  the  proposed 
tariffs  are  IdentlcaL 
The  present  individual  rate  sched¬ 
ules  (xmtaln  step  demand  and  step  en¬ 
ergy  charges  with  respect  to  the  munici¬ 
pal  customers.  The  presort  rate  to  co¬ 
operative  customers  consists  of  60  hours 
use  of  the  maximum  demand  at  1.22f/ 
kWh  with  excess  use  UDed  at  Al#/kWh. 
The  rates  are  subject  to  a  fuel  adjust- 
moit  clause,  a  power  factor  adJtBstment 
clause,  a  tax  clause  applicable  to  co<g)er- 
atlves,  a  minimum  bin  in  the  case  of  co¬ 
operative  customers,  and  a  60%  ratchet 
provision  to  cooperative  customers. 

As  indicated  above.  OGRE’S  Instant 
submittal  consists  of  prtgxised  tariff  Vol¬ 
umes  No.  1  applicable  to  municipal  and 
cooperative  eustomen  and  supplements 
to  the  present  individual  municipal  and 
cooperative  rate  schedules.  ’The  imrposed 
rate  schedule  supplements  contain  rates 
identical  to  those  proposed  under  the 
municipal  and  cooperative  tariffs.  In  ad¬ 
dition  to  providing  firm  service,  the  pro¬ 
posed  rate  schedules  provide  for  econ¬ 
omy  and  replacement  energy  services. 
The  proposed  rates  for  such  additional 
service  have  been  previously  accepted  for 
filing  in  other  OGRE  agreements. 

The  pMToposed  rate  schedules  to  mimlc- 
Ipals  and  cooperatives  contain:  A  fuel 
adjustment  clause,  a  power  factor  ad¬ 
justment  clause,  a  tax  clause,  a  minimum 


1  Such  Attachment  Also  contalnB  the  desig- 
nivtlons  and  deecrlptUms. 


bill  provision,  a  high  voltage  discount, 
and  a  50  percent  ratchet  provision  ap- 
Idlcable  to  municipals  (the  60  percent 
ratchet  provision  remains  in  effect  to 
cooperatives) . 

OGRE  presently  has  two  forms  of  fixed 
rate  contracts  with  its  municipal  cus¬ 
tomers.  ’Ihose  applicable  to  15  of  the 
mimlcipals  *  provide  that  the  rates  may 
be  changed  only  after  approval  of  the 
Commission.  For  each  of  these  munici¬ 
pals.  OGRE  requests  a  hearing  under 
section  206  of  the  Act  and  that  the  rate.- 
beemne  effective  upon  conclusion  of  a 
206  proceeding  or  upon  termination  of 
the  present  ocmtracts  whichever  comes 
first.  With  respect  to  the  remaining  six 
municipal  custmners  *  the  contracts  pro¬ 
vide  that  the  rates  may  not  be  changed 
unless  a  similar  increase  is  made  to  ai: 
of  the  company’s  wholesale  municipal 
customers.  For  these  customers.  OGLF 
requests  an  effective  date  correspondinr 
to  the  earlier  of  (1)  approval  of  a  rate 
Increase  to  the  other  15  municipals  or 
(2)  the  expiration  date  of  the  longe. ' 
fixed-rate  contract.  The  company’s  con¬ 
tracts  with  the  21  municipals  will  tenn: 
nate  during  the  period  from  Maixh  17. 
1977.  to  April  18.  2000. 

As  In  the  case  with  the  municipal-. 
OGRE’S  existing  rates  to  cooperative- 
may  be  changed  only  after  approval 
the  Commission.  ’Iherefore,  the  compaii> 
requests  hearing  under  section  206  aiu-. 
an  effective  date  which  is  the  earlier  of 
(1)  the  time  when  ann-oval  is  granted 
or  (2)  the  cooperatives  contract  has  been 
tmnlnated.  The  cotwerative  contract- 
expire  during  the  period  between  May  12. 
1977.  and  July  23, 1980. 

Notice  Period,  Notice  of  the  proposed 
filing  was  Issued  January  6,  1977.  with 
comments,  protests,  and  petitions  to  in¬ 
tervene  due  on  or  before  January  21. 
1977. 

On  January  19. 1977.  the  Arkansas  Val¬ 
ley  Electric  Cooperative,  the  City  of 
Bladrwen.  C&latuNna,  the  City  of  Ed¬ 
mund.  CMdahoma.  Indian  Electric  Coop¬ 
erative,  an  CMclahtxna  Cooperative  Coop- 
eratitm,  KAMO  Electric  CoooeraJ&\e,  also 
an  OUahtHxta  Cooperative  Cooperation, 
the  Cities  of  Kingfisher,  Mannford. 
Okeene,  Ponca  City,  PurceD,  Prague, 
Stroud.  Stillwater,  Tecumseh,  Tonkawa. 
Waynoka  and  Wynnewood,  Oklahoma 
(Customers)  filed  a  “Protest  Petition  To 
Intervene,  And  Motion  To  Reject  Filing 
Made  Pursuant  To  Section  205  Of  The 
Federal  Power  Act.”  Each  Customer  is 
either  a  full  or  partial  requironents  cus¬ 
tomer  of  (XIRE.  The  Customers  allege 
Inter  alia  that  the  governing  contracts, 
the  Federal  Power  Act,  and  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  regulations  require  that  the 
rate  Increase  be  litigated  under  section 
206  of  the  Federal  Power  Act;  the  pro¬ 
posed  rates  are  discriminatory  and  will 
impose  a  “price  squeeze";  the  rate  of 


■Tho  cities  of  Blsckwell,  Clsuicsville,  Ed¬ 
mond,  Geary,  Kingfisher,  Mannford,  Okeene, 
Perry.  Ponca  City.  Purcell,  BtUlwat^ ,  Stroud. 
Tonkawa,  Watonga  and  Waynoka,  Oklahoma. 

•  The  Otlee  of  Itanchester.  Orlando,  Pond 
Creek,  Tecumseh  and  Wynnewood,  Okla¬ 
homa. 
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return  is  excessive;  OG&E's  fuel  clause 
fails  to  conform  with  §  35.14  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  R^iilations;  and,  the  overall 
and  allocated  cost  of  service  present  seri¬ 
ous  questions  requiring  that  this  proceed¬ 
ing  be  tried  under  section  206.  TTie  Cus¬ 
tomers  request  that  the  Commission  re¬ 
ject  the  filing  to  the  extent  it  pmports 
to  be  a  filing  made  pursuant  to  section 
205  of  the  Federal  Power  Act.  In  the  al¬ 
ternative,  the  Customers  request  that  the 
Commission  treat  OG&E’s  submittal  as 
a  section  206  filing  and  to  suspend  the 
proposed  rate  schedules  for  five  months. 

On  January  24,  1977,  OG&E  filed  an 
answer  to  the  Cust(»ners’  protest  and 
petition  to  Intervene.  OG&E  does  not  op¬ 
pose  the  intervention  of  the  Custc«ners. 
It  states  that  the  Customers’  motion  to 
reject  should  be  denied  be(».use  the  Cus¬ 
tomers  have  misread  1 35.3(a)  of  the 
Commission’s  regulations,  rejection  oi 
the  filing  because  of  price  squeeze  allega¬ 
tions  would  be  impropriate  prior  to  a 
hearing,  and  rejection  of  the  fuel  adjust¬ 
ment  clause  prior  to  a  hearing  Is  Inappro¬ 
priate. 

Preliminary  analysis  of  (X>&E’8  pro¬ 
posed  Increased  rates  reveals  that  they 
have  not  been  shown  to  be  just  and  rea¬ 
sonable  and  may  be  unjust,  unreasonable, 
imduly  discriminatory,  inferential,  or 
othrewlse  imlawful.  Ihe  Comnilsslon  win 
therefore  accept  for  filing  and  suspend 
OG&E’s  proposed  tariffs  to  municipal  and 
cooperative  customers  for  two  mcmths  to 
become  effective  on  April  1, 1977,  subject 
to  refund  for  the  custcxners  whose  C(m- 
tracts  terminate  prior  to  that  date  and 
establish  hearing  procedures.  For  those 
15  m\mlclpal  customers  *  whose  contracts 
provide  that  the  rates  may  be  dianged 
only  after  approval  by  the  CMnmission, 
the  rates  will  becmne  effective  upon  con¬ 
clusion  of  a  secticm  206  proceeding  or 
upon  termination  of  the  present  con¬ 
tracts,  whichever  comes  first.  With  re¬ 
spect  to  the  six  municipal  cust<xners' 
whose  contracts  provide  that  the  rates 
may  not  be  changed  \inless  a  simfiar  in¬ 
crease  is  made  to  all  of  the  company’s 
wholesale  municipal  customers,  the  rates 
will  become  effective  upon  approval  of  a 
rate  increase  to  the  other  15  municipal 
cust(Hners  or  the  expiration  of  the  longest 
fixed  term  contract,  whichever  occurs 
first. 

’The  effective  date  of  the  Increased 
rates  to  the  cooperatives  will  be  the  date 
when  approval  is  granted  or  the  co<«)er- 
atives’  contracts  terminate,  whichever 
occurs  first. 

The  C(Hnmission  finds.  (1)  Good  cause 
exists  to  accept  for  filing  OG&E’s  ixn- 
posed  increase  rates  tendered  for  filing 
on  December  27,  1976  and  suspend  those 
rates  fm*  two  months  to  become  effective 
on  April  1, 1977,  subject  to  refund,  pend¬ 
ing  the  outcome  of  a  hearing  and  decision 
thereon,  for  those  customers  whose  con¬ 
tracts  terminate  prior  to  that  date.  The 
other  rates  should  beccnne  effective  as 
discussed  above. 

(2)  ITie  participation  In  this  proceed¬ 
ing  of  the  Aiisansas  Valley  Electric  Coop-' 


^Tboae  cities  listed  In  Footnote  2. 
•  Hioee  cities  listed  In  Footnote  3. 


erative,  Indian  Electric  Cooperative, 
KAMO  Electric  Cooperative,  Inc.,  the 
Cities  of  Blackwell,  Edmund,  Kingfisher, 
Mannford,  Okeene,  Ponca  City,  Purcell, 
Prague,  Stroud,  Stillwater,  Tecumseh, 
Tonkawa,  Wasmoka,  and  Wynnewood, 
Oklahoma  may  be  in  the  public  interest. 

The  Commission  orders:  (A)  Pending 
a  hearing  and  decision  thereon,  (XI&E’s 
proposed  rate  schedules  are  hereby  ac¬ 
cepted  for  filing  and  suspended  for  two 
months,  to  become  effective  April  1, 1977, 
subject  to  refimd,  for  those  customers 
whose  contracts  expire  prior  to  that  time. 
The  other  rates  will  become  effective  in 
the  manner  discussed  above. 

(B)  Pursuant  to  the  Federal  Power 
Act,  especially  section  206  thereof,  tte 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  i»x>- 
cedure,  and  the  Regulaticms  under  the 
Federal  Power  Act,  a  hearing  shall  be 
held  concerning  the  justness  and  rea- 
s(xiableness  of  (Xl&E’s  proposed  rate 
Increases. 

(C)  The  Arkansas  Valley  EHectrlc  Co- 
(^ratlve,  Indian  Electric  Coc^peraUve, 
KAMO  Electric  Cooperative,  Ine„ 
Cities  of  Blackwell,  Edmimd,  Kingfisher, 
Mannford,  Okeene,  Ptmca  City,  Purcell, 
Prague,  Stroud,  StillwatSr,  Tecumseh, 
Tonkawa,  Waynoka,  and  Wynnewood. 
Oklahoma  are  hereby  permitted  to  inter- 
v^e  in  this  proceeding  subject  to  the 
rules  and  regulations  of  the  CMnmlssion: 
Provided,  funoei^er.  ’That  participation  of 
such  Int^enors  shall  be  limited  to  mat¬ 
ters  affecting  asserted  rights  to  Intervene 
and  Provided,  further.  That  the  admls- 


DeaignatUm  and  description 
(1)  FPOMectrie  tariff 

original  T(d.  No.  1 — ^municipals. 

(5)  FPC  electric  tariff 

original  vc4.  No.  1 — cooperatives. 
(8)  Suiq>lem0nt  No.  4  to 

rate  schedule  FPC  No.  79. 

(4)  Supplement  Na  3  to 

rate  schedule  FPC  No.  82. 

(6)  Supplement  No.  2  to 

rate  schedule  FPC  No.  88. 

(8)  Supplement  No.  8  to 

rate  schedule  FPC  No.  86. 

(7)  Supplement  No.  4  to 

rate  schedule  FPC  No.  43. 

(8)  Supplement  No.  2  to 

rate  schedule  FPC  No.  66. 

(9)  Supplement  No.  4  to 

rate  schedule  FPC  No.  44. 

(10)  Supplement  No.  2  to 

rate  schedule  FPC  No.  85. 

(11)  Supplement  No.  2  to 

rate  schedule  FPC  No.  81. 

(12)  Supplement  No.  2  to 

rate  schedule  FPC  No.  72. 

(13)  Supplement  No.  4  to 

*rate  schedule  FPC  No.  51. 

(14)  Supplement  No.  9  to 

rate  schedule  FPC  No.  63. 

(15)  Supplement  No.  3  to 

rate  schedule  FPC  No.  93. 

(16)  Supplement  No.  4  to 

rate  schedvde  FPC  No.  54. 

(17)  Supplement  No.  4  to 

rate  schedule  FPC  No.  56. 

(18)  Supplement  No.  3  to 

rate  schedule  FPC  No.  94. 


Sion  of  such  intervenors  shall  not  be 
construed  as  recognition  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  that  they  might  be  aggrieved 
because  of  any  order  issued  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  this  proceeding. 

(D)  A  Presiding  Administrative  Law 
Judge  to  be  designated  by  the  Chief  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Law  Judge  for  that  purpose 
(See  Delegation  of  Authority,  18  CPR 
3.5(d) ),  shall  convene  a  settlement  con¬ 
ference  in  this  proceeding  on  a  date  cer¬ 
tain  within  10  days  after  the  service  of 
top  sheets  by  the  Staff,  in  a  hearing  or 
conference  room  of  the  Federal  -Power 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426.  Said  Pre¬ 
siding  Administrative  Law  Judge  is 
hereby  authorized  to  establish  all  proce¬ 
dural  dates  and  to  rule  upon  all  motions 
(with  the  exceptions  of  petitions  to  in¬ 
tervene,  motions  to  consolidate  and 
sever,  and  motions  to  dismiss),  eis  pro¬ 
vided  for  in  the  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure. 

(E)  CXl&E  shall  file  monthly  with  the 
Ccmunisslon  the  report  on  billing  deter¬ 
minants  and  revenues  collected  imder 
the  present  effective  rates  and  the  pro¬ 
posed  Increased  rates  filed  herein,  as  re¬ 
quired  by  S  35.19a  of  the  Commission’s 
regulations,  18  CFR  35.19a. 

(F)  'Die  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  to  be  made  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission. 


Customer 

Municipal  tariff  customers. 

Ckwperatlve  tariff  custom«*s. 

City  of  Blackweii,  Blackwell,  Okla. 

Clarksville  Light  and  VTater  Commissi<Hi. 

Clarksville,  Ark. 

City  of  Edmond,  Edmond,  Okla. 

City  of  Oeary,  Geary,  Okla. 

Tom  of  Manchester,  Manchester,  Okla. 

Town  of  Okeene^keene,  Okla. 

Town  of  Orlondo,  Orlondo,  Okla. 

City  of  Tonkawa,  Tonkawa,  Okla. 

City  of  Watonga. 

City  of  Waynoka,  Waynoka,  Okla. 

City  of  Wynnewood,  Wynnewood,  Okla. 

Arkansas  VaUey  Coc^eratlve,  Corp.,  Oiark. 
Ark. 

Alfalfa  Electric  Coop.,  Inc. 

Indiana  Electric  Co(^.,  Ina 
CRmmarron  Electric  Coop. 

City  of  Perry,  Perry,  Okla. 


Kenneth  F.  Plihab, 

Secretary. 


Attacbmemt 

OKLAHOWA  OAS  AMD  KLXCnUC  COMPANT 
RATS  SCHXDVU  DESIGMAT10N8  (DOCKET  HO.  EB7T-127) 
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Designation 
and  description 
<  19 )  Supplement  No.  2  to 

rate  schedule  PPC  No.  87. 

(20)  Supplement  No.  4  to 

rate  schedule  FPC  No.  46. 

( 21 )  Supplement  No.  3  to 

rate  schedule  FPC  No.  48. 

( 22 )  Supplement  No.  2  to 

rate  schedule  FPC  No.  75. 

( 23 )  Supplement  No.  3  to 

rate  schedule  PPC  No.  78. 

( 24 )  Supplement  No.  4  to 

rate  schedule  FPC  No.  47. 

( 25 )  Supplement  No.  4  to 

rate  schedule  FPC  No.  48. 

(26)  Supplement  No.  4  to 

rate  schedule  FPC  No.  80. 

(27)  Supplement  No.  4  to 

rate  schedule  n*C  No.  77  (Muldrow  de¬ 
livery  point) . 

(28)  Supplement  No.  3  to 

rate  schedule  FPC  No.  97  (Crescent  de¬ 
livery  point) . 

(29)  Supplement  No.  3  to  * 

rate  schedule  FPC  No.  96. 

(30)  Supplement  Na  8  to 

rate  schedule  FPO  No.  98. 

(31)  Supplement  No.  8  to 

rate  schedule  FPC  No.  98. 


Customer 

City  of  Pmica,  Ponca,  Okla. 

Otty  of  Pond  Credt.  Pond  Creek,  Okie. 
Town  of  Prague,  Prague,  Okie. 

Otty  of  Purcell,  Purcell,  Okla. 

City  of  StUlwatM,  Stillwater,  Okla. 

City  of  Stroud,  Stroud,  Okla. 

City  of  Tecumseh,  Tecumseh.  ^da 

Bed  Bivtt  Valley  Rural  Electric  Aasodatloii. 

Kamo  Electric  Coop..  Inc. 

Komo  Electric  Coop.,  Inc. 

City  of  Kingfisher,  Kingfisher,  Okla. 

Town  of  Mannford,  Mannford,  Okla 
Red  River  Valley  Rural  EHectiic  Assoctatlon. 


205  and  206  thereof,  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and  regtilatlons.  an  investi¬ 
gation  shall  be  conducted  to  determine 
the  justness  and  reasonableness  of  the 
subject  rate  increase. 

(D)  NCPA’s  request  for  consolidation 
of  certain  dockets  is  denied. 

(E)  NCPA  is  hereby  permitted  to  in- 
terv'ene  in  this  proceding,  subject  to  the 
rules  and  regulations  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion:  Provided,  however,  niat  partici¬ 
pation  of  such  intervenor  shall  be  lim¬ 
ited  to  matters  affecting  asserted  rights 
and  Interests  as  specifically  set  forth  in 
the  petition  to  intervene;  And  provided, 
further.  That  the  admission  of  such  in¬ 
tervenor  shall  not  be  construed  as  recog - 
niticm  by  the  Commission  that  they 
might  be  aggrieved  because  of  any  order 
or  orders  of  the  Commission  entered  in 
this  proceeding. 

(P)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  to  be  made  in 
the  federal  Register. 

By  the  CommisslCHi. 

ELenneth  P.  Plumb, 
Secretary 


[FR  Doc.77-3332  Filed  2-2-77:8:45  am] 


[FR  Doc.77-3331  FUed  2-2-77:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  ER77-128] 

PACIFIC  GAS  AND  ELECTRIC  CO. 

Order  Accepting  for  Filing  Proposed  Rate 

Changes  Initiating  Investigation  and 

Granting  Intervention 

January  26, 1977. 

Pacific  Gas  and  Electric  Company 
(PO&E)  and  the  UJ3.  Bureau  of  Recla¬ 
mation  (USER)  currently  exchange  oi- 
ergy  imder  a  1967  agreonent.  Transac¬ 
tions  recorded  in  the  Annual  Energy  Ex¬ 
change  Account  are  balanced  or  pcdd  for 
at  the  end  of  each  calendar  year.  USBR 
currently  pays  three  mills  per  kWh  for 
any  oiergy  owed  to  PO&E  and,  USBR 
charges  PO&E  a  rate  of  2  mills  per  kWh 
for  any  energy  owed  them  by  PO&E  at 
the  end  of  the  calendar  year.  The  pro¬ 
posed  rate  charged  to  USBR  by  PO&E  (as 
filed  on  December  27,  1976)  wlU  be  the 
Energy  enlarge  specified  in  PO&E’s  cur- 
rmt  FPC  Electric  Tariff,  Resale  Service, 
Schedule  R-1,  including  the  effective  fuel 
clause. 

By  Commission  Order  issued  Au¬ 
gust  25.  1976,  in  Docket  No.  ER7&-811. 
the  effectiveness  of  R-1  was  suspended 
for  two  months.  USBR  has  agreed  to  the 
proposed  rate  to  be  charged  under  Sched¬ 
ule  R-1,  which  would  be  6.66  mills  per 
kWh.  Both  USBR  and  PO&E  anticipate 
that  the  accoimt  balance  will  be  zero  for 
1976  and  1977.  PO&E  requests  waiver  of 
the  required  notice  and  an  effective  date 
of  December  31,  1976,  to  allow  the  pro¬ 
posed  rates  to  apply  to  1976  transactions, 
if  any.  PO&E  advises  that  USBR  concurs 
in  this. 

Notice  of  the  filing  was  issued  on  Janu¬ 
ary  4,  1976  with  responses  due  on  m:  be¬ 
fore  January  19,  1977.  On  January  19, 
1977,  the  Northern  California  Power 
Agency  (NCTA)*  petitioned  to  Intervene, 


*  NCPA  represents  the  Cities  ot  Biggs, 
FkUey,  Palo  Alto,  Redding,  Roseville,  and 
Santa  Clara  and  associate  members  Plumas- 
Blerra  Rural  Electric  Cooperative. 


requested  rejection  or  suspension  of  the 
proposed  rates  and  consolidation  with 
other  named  proceedings.  NC:PA  states 
that  Increased  rates  charged  to  USBR 
could  Impact  on  the  rates  that  NCPA 
members  are  charged  by  USBR.  NCPA 
alleges  that  proper  consideratlim  requires 
investigation  and  consolidation  with 
Docket  No.  ER76-532  (PO&E  transmis¬ 
sion  rate  to  CJVP) ,  Docket  No.  E^-7777  n 
(anticompetitive  aspects  of  PG&E/CVP 
contract  and  others)  and  Project  Nos. 
1988  and  2735. 

Our  review  of  the  proposed  rates  and 
charges  indicates  that  they  have  not  been 
shown  to  be  just  and  reasmiable  and  may 
be  unjust,  unreasonable,  unduly  discrimi¬ 
natory  or  otherwise  unlawful  According¬ 
ly,  we  shall  suspend  the  ptx^iosed  rates 
for  one  day  and  establish  hearing  pro¬ 
cedures.  However,  for  good  cause  shown, 
we  Shan  grant  waiver  of  the  30  days 
notice  requirem^ts  and  permit  the  pro¬ 
posed  rates  to  become  effective,  subject 
to  refimd,  as  of  December  31, 1976.  How¬ 
ever.  good  cause  has  not  been  shown  for 
the  consolldatlcHi  of  dockets  requested 
by  NCPA. 

The  Commission  finds.  (1)  Good  cause 
exists  to  accept  for  filing  and  suspend 
PG&E’s  December  27.  1976,  filing;  to 
grant  waiver  of  the  30  days  notice  pe¬ 
riod,  and  to  establish  hearing  procedures 
as  hereinafter  order  and  con^tlcmed. 

(2)  Participation  by  NCT*A  In  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  may  be  In  the  public  interest. 

(3)  (jiood  cause  exists  to  dmy  the  con¬ 
solidation  of  dockets  requested  by  NCPA. 

The  Commission  orders.  (A)  The  re¬ 
quested  waiver  ot  the  30  day  notice  pe¬ 
riod  is  hereby  granted  as  provided  in 
Ordering  Paragraph  (B)  below. 

(B)  The  pr(H>osed  rate  Increases 
should  be  accepted  for  filing  and  sus¬ 
pended  for  one  day  to  beccxne  effective 
subject  to  refund  as  of  December  31, 
1976. 

(C)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  of  the 
Federal  Power  Act,  particularly  sections 


[Docket  No.  RI76-138,  etc  ] 

SOUTHERN  UNION  SUPPLY  CO.  ET  AL. 

Older  Setting  Date  for  Hearing,  Consolidat¬ 
ing  Proceedings,  and  Granting  Interven¬ 
tion 

January  26,  1977. 

On  July  21, 1976,  Southern  Union  Sup¬ 
ply  Company  (Susco)  filed  a  petition  for 
special  relief  pursuant  to  S  2.56a(g)  of 
the  (fommlssion’s  General  Policy  and  In¬ 
terpretations.  Susco  seeks  rolled  in  “av¬ 
erage”  rates  of  awroximately  $1.13 '  and 
86^  cents  per  Mcf,  respectively,  for  the 
sale  of  natural  gas  to  its  parent  distrib¬ 
utor,  Southern  Union  Ccxnpany  (South¬ 
ern)  under  a  contract  dated  April  13, 
1976,  and  to  E2  Paso  Natural  Oas  Com¬ 
pany  (El  Paso)  under  a  contract  dated 
April  30,  1976,  frexn  the  No.  2  Gallagher 
State  Well,  Lea  Coimty,  New  Mexico. 
Susco’s  request  includes  a  raw  gas 
shrinkage  factor  of  20  percent  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  gathering,  compression, 
and  processing  of  such  gas  by  I^iiUi^ 
Petroleum  Company  (Phillips)  in  addi- 
tl<m  to  liquids  extracted  under  a  con- 


*8e9  the  following  table: 


RoDed 
in  basis 

Suaoo 

share 

60  pet 

Small 

producer 

share 

60  pet 

Proposed  rates  lor 

Sales  to  Soathern: 

Base  price.. . 

69.8 

62.0 

67.60 

Taxes . 

3.940 

3.43 

4.464 

Btu . 

a  474 

7.368 

9.677 

Shrinkage . 

22.804 

19.826 

25.778 

TranspMtation . . . 

1A16 

18.16 

18. 15 

Total . 

11X188 

100.773 

125.559 

Proposed  rates  for 

■ 

sale  to  El  Paso: 

Base  pries _ 

60.8 

62.0 

67  60 

Taxes.. _ 

X940 

X426 

4.464 

Btn _ 

Aoeo 

4.434 

6.704 

Shrinkage . 

17.200 

14.065 

19.454 

Total . 

86. 0« 

74.826 

97.272 
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tract  dated  April  80,  197S.  palormed 
prlM*  to  d^very  to  El  Paso  for  trails- 
portatloa  to  various  points  in  Arlz(Mia, 
New  Mexico  and  Texas  where  such  gas 
will  be  delivered  for  Susco  to  Southern. 
Although  Phillips’'  April  30,  1976  con¬ 
tract  provides  for  retention  of  20  per¬ 
cent  of  the  raw  gas  volume  plus  liquids 
as  compensation  for  its  services,  Susco 
is  requesting  a  rate  sufficient  to  pay  for 
100  percent  of  the  raw  wellhead  volume 
produced  plus  El  Paso’s  transportation 
charges  as  set  forth  below. 

Transportation  and  delivery  by  El 
Paso  is  pursuant  to  an  agreement  dated 
April  13,  1976,  designated  as  El  Paso’s 
Rate  Schedule  No.  T-5  and  submitted  as 
Exhibit  P  in  its  certificate  application 
in  Docket  No.  CP76-410.  El  Paso’s  pro¬ 
posed  rate  schedule  No.  T-5  reflects 
transportation  charges  of  18.15  cents  per 
Mcf  for  gas  delivered  in  Arizona,  17.16 
cents  per  Mcf  for  gas  delivered  in  New 
Mexico,  15.18  cents  per  Mcf  for  gas  de¬ 
livered  in  Texas  and  9  cents  for  special 
service  to  certain  points  in  Texas  and 
New  Mexico.  The  transportation  agree¬ 
ment  calls  for  delivery  to  Southern’s  dis¬ 
tribution  system  at  Borger,  Texas,*  one 
of  two  Texas  delivery  points,  of  one-half 
of  the  volinne  available;  however,  in  Sus- 
co’s  filings  only  the  18.15  cents  per  Mcf 
rate  was  reflected.  Also  with  regard  to  the 
transjMjrtation  agreement,  El  Paso  agrees 
to  deUver  on  a  daily  basis  gas  containing 
95  percent  of  the  Btu’s  contained  in  the 
gas  it  receives  for  transportation.  The 
remaining  5  percent  of  the  Btu’s  is  to  be 
retained  by  El  Paso  for  fuel  usage  and 
other  gas  losses  but  is  included  in  Sus- 
co’s  filing  as  a  further  shrinkage  fac¬ 
tor  cost  to  be  recovered  by  Susco.  The 
contract  dated  April  30.  1976,  for  the 
sale  of  gas  to  El  Paso  also  contains  pro¬ 
visions  for  Btu  loss  and  shrinkage  re¬ 
imbursement. 

Prior  to  filing  its  application  for 
special  relief,  Susco  on  May  28,  1976, 
flled  in  Docket  Nos.  CI76-578  and 
0176-579  requests  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  7  of  the  Natiu-al  Gas  Act  for  issu¬ 
ance  of  certificates  authorizing  it  to  sell 
gas  to  Southern  Union  Company  (CI76- 
578)  and  any  excess  gas  to  EH  Paso 
(CI76-579) .  These  applications  together 
with  the  request  by  El  Paso  contained  in 
Docket  No.  CP76-410  involving  transpor¬ 
tation  and  delivery  of  such  gas  also  re¬ 
quest  temporary  authority  on  the  basis 
of  emergency  conditions.  In  its  petition 
for  special  relief,  Susco  states  that  if  re¬ 
lief  is  not  granted  the  amoimt  r^lized  by 
it  would  be  less  than  the  national  base 
rate  contemplated  in  §  2.56a  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  General  Policy  and  Interpreta¬ 
tions  (Opinion  No.  699-H  rate)  plus  ap¬ 
plicable  adjustments,  inasmuch  as  the 


‘The  contract  provision  with  respect  to 
Borger,  Texas,  deliveries  Is  the  result  of  the 
Commission’s  Order  of  February  20,  1974,  In 
Docket  No.  CP73-67  affirming  an  Initial  de¬ 
cision  of  August  22,  1973,  which  involved 
gas  to  be  sold  by  El  Paso  to  Southern  at 
Borger,  Texas.  Such  service  by  El  Paso  was 
either  to  be  reduced  or  terminated  upon  at¬ 
tachment  by  Southern  of  additional  or  new 
Supplies  of  gas  to  serve  Its  Borger  cvistomers. 


20  percent  shrinkage  plus  Btu  loss  in¬ 
herent  in  the  Phillips  contract  is  a  neces¬ 
sary  additional  cost  of  transpmtation  of 
the  gas  and  should  not  be  a  factor  which 
reduces  the  price  realized  at  the  well¬ 
head.  Accordingly,  Susco's  petition  for 
special  relief  along  with  its  previously 
filed  section  7  certificate  applications 
have  been  consolidated  together  with  El 
Paso’s  transpiortatlon  application  so  that 
an  evaluation  can  be  made  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  as  to  whether  cm:  not  the  entire 
transaction  is  just  and  reasonable  and 
in  the  public  interest. 

The  Gas  Gathering  and  Exchange 
Agreement  between  Susco  and  Phillips 
was  entered  into,  according  to  Susco,  to 
provide  a  means  of  gathering  the  gas 
over  approximately  5  miles  by  the  most 
direct  route  to  El  Paso’s  system  and  also 
to  provide  additional  compression  facili¬ 
ties  to  raise  the  pressure  approximately 
500  pounds  to  introduce  the  gas  into  El 
Paso’s  interstate  pipeline  system.  Scisco 
states  that  there  are  no  gathering  system 
or  compression  facilities  in  the  area  pres¬ 
ently  available  to  it  other  than  those  of 
Phillips  for  these  purposes.  Susco  has 
indicated  that  the  gas  involved  is  of  pipe¬ 
line  quality  and  therefore  could  be  intro¬ 
duced  into  El  Paso’s  system  without 
processing,  but  would  require  gathering 
and  compression.  Susco  states  that  its 
arrangement  with  Phillips  avoids  con¬ 
struction  of  duplicative  gathering  and 
compression  facilities;  morever,  such  an 
expenditure  is  not  economically  justifi¬ 
able  in  view  of  the  limited  volume  of  gas 
involved  (eg.  approximately  750  Mcf  per 
day).  Susco  relates  in  its  petition  that 
the  consideration  to  Phillips,  consisting 
of  20  percent  of  the  raw  gas  vcdume  plus 
extracted  liquids,  was  necessary  to  in¬ 
duce  Phillips  to  provide  the  gathering 
and  compression  required.  Ihe  agree¬ 
ment  between  Susco  and  Phillips  further 
provides  for  acceptance  by  Phillips  of  de¬ 
liveries  from  Susco  up  to  3,000  Mcf  per 
day  as  well  as  additional  sources  of  gas 
to  be  committed  by  Susco  upon  notice  to 
Phillips,  subject  to  adequacy  of  existing 
plant  capacity  to  receive  such  deliveries. 
■While  production  from  the  No.  2  Gal¬ 
lagher  State  wen  is  estimated  to  be  750 
Mcf  per  day.  Susco  has  acquired  addi¬ 
tional  uncommitted  acreage  which  as  of 
June  21,  1976,  the  date  of  filing  its  peti¬ 
tion  for  special  relief,  contained  a  “sec¬ 
ond”  weU  in  the  process  of  being  com¬ 
pleted  and  a  “third"  well  in  the  process 
of  being  drilled. 

By  letter  dated  November  12,  1976, 
Susco  advised  that  the  No.  2  GaUagher 
State  well  was  originally  spudded  in 
1967  by  Monsanto  Company  and  aban¬ 
doned  after  reaching  11,300  feet.  In  1969, 
the  well  was  reentered  by  PennzoU- 
United,  deepened  to  11,998  feet  and 
abandoned.  Subsequently  on  November 
14,  1975,  Susco  respudded  the  well  and 
drilled  to  a  depth  of  13,510  feet.  Com¬ 
pletion  occurred  on  December  18,  1975. 
Production  will  be  from  depths  between 
13,181  and  13,364  feet. 

On  June  30,  1976,  Wynn  Exploraticm 
Company,  Inc.  (Wjmn).  a  purported  50 
percent  working  interest  owner  in  the 


No.  2  Gallagher  State  Well,  filed  suit  in 
Dallas  Coiinty  District  Court  against 
Susco,  reference  suit  No.  76  6756B,  dis¬ 
claiming  consent  to  the  present  applica¬ 
tion  for  certification  and  denying  the 
existence  of  a  valid  option  to  buy  Wynn’s 
portion  of  gas  attributable  to  the  No.  2 
Gallagher  State  well.  The  suit  requests 
that  Wynn  be  allowed  to  operate  the  No. 
2  Gallagher  State  well  and  that  Susco 
either  arrange  for  an  immediate  sale  of 
the  gas  or  release  its  purported  call  on 
Wynn’s  portion  of  the  gas.  Under  the 
terms  of  the  operating  agreement  dated 
September  15,  1975,  each  party  may  dis- 
pose  of  their  proporticoiate  share  of  oil 
and  gas  produced  subject  to  the  disputed 
call  of  Susco  on  Wsmn’s  gas. 

TTie  New  Mexico  Public  Service  Com¬ 
mission  (NMPSC),  the  Energy  Re¬ 
sources  Board  of  the  State  of  New  Mex¬ 
ico  (ERBNM),  E3  Paso  and  Southern 
have  filed  notices  or  petitions  to  inter¬ 
vene  in  support  of  Susco’s  petition,  and/ 
or  applications.  Southern,  Susco,  and 
ERBNM  have  also  filed  petitions  to  in¬ 
tervene  in  support  of  El  Paso’s  applica¬ 
tion  for  transportation  of  the  subject 
gas.  Pacific  Gas  and  Electric  Company 
(PG&E)  has  filed  a  petition  to  Intervene 
in  opposition  to  El  Paso’s  application  and 
requests  the  matter  be  set  for  hearing  to 
insure  proper  allocation  of  costs  and  ca¬ 
pacity  sufficiency. 

The  Commission  finds:  (1)  The  public 
convenience  warrants  the  consolidation 
of  Docket  Nos.  Rn6-138,  CI76-578,  CI76- 
579  and  CP76-410. 

(2)  It  is  in  the  public  Interest  that 
the  petition  for  special  relief  together 
with  the  applications  filed  by  Susco  and 
El  Paso  in  Docket  Nos.  RI76-138,  (3176- 
578,  CI76-579  and  <^6-410  be  set  for 
hearing. 

(3)  Good  cause  exists  to  permit  the 
interventions  of  NMPSC,  ERBNM,  El 
Paso,  Susco,  Southern,  and  PG&E. 

The  Commission  orders:  (A)  Pur¬ 
suant  to  the  autl^prlty  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act,  particularly  section  4,  5.  7,  14, 
15  and  16  thereof,  the  Commission's 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure  and  the 
regulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
(18  C3PR  Chapter  I),  a  public  hearing 
shall  be  held  in  a  hearing  room  of  the 
Federal  Power  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington.  D.C., 
20426,  to  determine  the  lawfulness  ot 
Susco’s  and  El  Paso’s  prc^xjsed  rates. 

(B)  A  Presiding  Administrative  Law 
Judge  to  be  designated  by  the  (Thief  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Law  Judge  for  that  purpose 
(See  Delegation  of  Authority,  18  (TPR 
3.5(d))  shall  preside  at  the  hearing  in 
this  proceeding,  with  authority  to  estab¬ 
lish  and  change  all  procedural  dates,  and 
to  rule  on  all  motions  (with  the  sole  ex¬ 
ceptions  of  petitions  to  intervene,  mo¬ 
tions  to  consolidate  and  sever,  and  mo¬ 
tions  to  dismiss,  as  provided  for  in  the 
Rules  of  Practice  and  Proc^ure). 

(C)  Susco  and  El  Paso  and  any  Inter- 
venor  supporting  the  foregoing  shall  file 
their  direct  testinuMiy  and  evidence  on 
or  before  F^ruary  4,  1977,  showing  that 
the  proposed  rate^  Including  each  com¬ 
ponent  thereof,  are  just  and  reasonable 
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and  in  the  public  interest.  All  testimony 
and  evidence  shall  be  served  upon  the 
Presiding  Administrative  Law  Judge,  the 
Commission  Staff,  and  all  parties  to  this 
proceeding. 

(D)  The  presiding  Administi-ative 
Law  Judge  shall  preside  at  a  pre-hearing 
conference  to  be  held  on  February  23, 
1977,  at  10:00  a.m.,  in  a  hearing  room  at 
the  addi-ess  noted  in  Ordering  Para¬ 
graph  (A). 

(E)  NMPSC.  ERBNM,  El  Paso,  Susco, 
Southern  and  PG&E  are  permitted  to  in¬ 
tervene  in  the  above-entitled  luroceedlng, 
subject  to  the  rules  and  regulations  of 
the  Commission:  Provided,  however. 
That  their  pcurtlcipatlon  shall  be  limited 
to  matters  affecting  asserted  rights  and 
Interests  specifically  set  forth  in  their 
respective  petitions  for  leave  to  inter¬ 
vene:  And  provided,  further.  That  the 
admission  of  NMPSC,  ERBNM,  El  Paso, 
Susco,  Southern  and  PQ&E  in  the  man¬ 
ner  provided  ^all  not  be  construed  as 
recognition  by  the  Commission  that  any 
or  all  might  be  aggrieved  because  of  any 
order  or  orders  entered  in  this  proceed¬ 
ing  and  that  each  agrees  to  accept  the 
record  as  it  now  stands. 

(F)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  to  be  made  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

,  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[PB  Doc.77-3330  Plied  2-2-77:8:46  am] 

FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

NATIONAL  DETROIT  CORP. 

Acquisition  of  Bank 

National  Detroit  Corporation,  Detroit, 
Michigan,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s 
approval  under  3(a)  (3)  of  the  Bank 
Bedding  Compemy  Act  (12  UB.C.  1842(a) 
(3) )  to  acquire  80  percent  or  more  of  the 
voting  shares  of  The  Brighton  State 
Bank.  Brighton,  Michigan.  The  factors 
that  are  considered  in  acting  on  the  ap¬ 
plication  are  set  forth  in  3(c)  of  the  Act 
(12  nB.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Chicago. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in  writ¬ 
ing  to  the  Secretary,  Board  of  Governors 
of  the  Federal  Reserve  System.  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20551,  to  be  received  not  later 
than  February  23, 1977. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  System,  January  26, 1977. ' 

Griffith  L.  Garwood, 
Deputy  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

(PR  Doc.f7-3363  PUed  2-2-77;8:46  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION.  AND  WELFARE 

Alcohol,  Drug  Abuse,  and  Mental  Health 
Administration 

INTERAGENCY  COMMITTEE  ON  FEDERAL  . 

ACTIVITIES  FOR  ALCOHOL  ABUSE  AND 

ALCOHOLISM 

Notice  of  Rechartering 

Pursuant  to  the  Federal  Advisory 
Committee  Act  of  October  6,  1972,  (5 
U.S.C.  Appendix  I),  the  AlcohoL  Drug 
Abuse,  and  Mental  Health  Administra¬ 
tion  announces  the  rechartering  by  the 
Secretary,  Department  of  Health,  Edu¬ 
cation,  and  Welfare,  on  January  19, 
1977,  of  the  Interagency  Committee  on 
Federal  Activities  for  Alcohol  Abuse  and 
Alcoholism  in  accordance  with  Section 
14(b)  (2)  of  said  Act. 

Dated:  January  28,  1977. 

Francis  N.  Waldrop, 
Acting  Administrator.  Alcohol. 
Drug  Abuse,  and  Mental 
Health  Administration. 

[PR  Doc.77-3324  PUed  2-2-77:8:46  am] 


NATIONAL  PANEL  ON  ALCOHOL,  DRUG 
ABUSE,  AND  MENTAL  HEALTH 

Notice  of  Rechartering 

Pursuant  to  the  Federal  Advisory 
Committee  Act  of  October  6,  1972,  (5 
U.S.C.  Appendix  I),  the  Alcohed.  Drug 
Abuse,  and  Mental  Health  Administra¬ 
tion  annotmees  the  rechartering  by  the 
Secretary,  Department  of  Health,  Edu¬ 
cation,  and  Welfare,  on  January  17, 1977. 
of  the  National  Panel  on  Alcotud,  Drug 
Abuse,  and  Mental  Health  in  accordance 
with  Section  14(b)  (2)  of  said  Act. 

Dated:  January  28, 1977. 

Francis  N.  Waldrop, 
Acting  Administrator.  Alcohol. 
Drug  Abuse,  and  Mental 
Health  Administration. 

[PR  Dqc.77-3326  Piled  2-2-77:8:46  am] 


UNIVERSITY  OF  NORTH  CAROLINA 

Research  on  the  Use  of  P^choactive 

Drugs;  Authorization  of  Confidentiality 

Under  the  authority  vested  in  the 
Secretary  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare  by  section  303(a)  of  the  PuUlc 
Health  Service  Act  (42  U.S.C.  242a(a)), 
all  persons  who — 

1.  Are  employed  by  the  University  of 
North  Carolina,  Chapel  Hill,  N.C.;  and 

2.  Have,  in  the  course  of  that  enqiloy- 
ment,  access  to  Information  which 
would  Identify  individuals  who  are  the 
subjects  of  the  research  on  the  use  and 
effect  of  psychoactive  drugs  which  is  as¬ 
sisted  under  the  Department  of  Health, 
Educati<m.  and  Welfare  grant  numbered 
DA  01127,  entitled  “Utility  Theory  and 
Drug  Behavior”: 

are  hereby  authorized  to  protect  the 
privacy  of  the  individuals  who  are  the 
subjects  of  that  research  by  withholding 


their  names  and  other  identifying  char¬ 
acteristics  from  all  persons  not  con¬ 
nected  with  the  conduct  of  that  re¬ 
search. 

As  provided  in  section  303(a)  of  the 
Public  Health  Service  Act  (42  U.S.C. 
242a(a) ) : 

Persons  so  authorized  to  protect  the  privacy 
of  such  Individuals  may  not  be  compelled  in 
any  Pederal,  State,  or  local  civil,  criminal, 
administrative,  legislative,  or  other  proceed¬ 
ings  to  Identify  such  Individuals. 

This  authorization  does  not  authorize 
employees  of  the  University  of  North 
Carolina  to  refuse  to  reveal  to  qualified 
personnel  of  the  Department  of  Health. 
Education,  and  Welfare,  for  the  purpose 
of  management  or  financial  audits  or 
program  evaluation,  the  names  or  other 
Identifying  characteristics  of  individuals 
who  are  the  subjects  of  the  research  con¬ 
ducted  pursuant  to  Department  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare  grant 
numbered  DA  01127.  Such  personnel  will 
hold  any  Identifying  Information  so  ob¬ 
tained  strictly  confidential  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  45  CFR  5.71. 

This  authorization  is  iqiplicable  to  all 
Information  obtained  pursuant  to  De¬ 
partment  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare  grant  numbered  DA  01127 
which  would  identify  Uie  individuals 
who  are  the  subjects  of  the  research 
conducted  under  that  grant. 

Dated:  January  18, 1977. 

Robert  L.  Dupont, 
Director.  National 
Institute  on  Drug  Abuse. 

Dated:  January  19, 1977. 

F.  Neil  Waldrop, 
Deputy  Administrator,  Alcohol, 
Drug  Abuse,  and  Mental 
Health  Administration. 

IPR  Doe.77-3320  PUeU  2-2-77:8:46  am] 


National  Institutes  of  Health 
STUDY  SECTIONS 
Marct)  Meetings 

Pursuant  to  Public  Law  92-463,  notice 
is  hereby  given  of  the  meetings  of  the 
following  study  sections  for  March  1977 
and  the  individuals  from  vdiom  sum¬ 
maries  of  meetings  and  rosters  of  com¬ 
mittee  members  may  be  obtained. 

These  meetings  will  be  open  to  the 
public  to  discuss  administrative  details 
relating  to  Study  Section  business  for 
approximately  one  hour  at  the  beginning 
of  the  first  session  of  the  first  day  of  the 
meeting.  Attendance  by  the  public  will 
be  limited  to  space  avaflable.  These  meet¬ 
ings  will  be  closed  thereafter  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  set  forth  in  sec¬ 
tions  552b(c)  (4)  and  552b(c)  (6),  Title  5 
UJB.  Code  and  Section  10(d)  of  P.L.  92- 
463,  for  the  review,  discussion  and  eval¬ 
uation  of  Individual  grant  applications. 
The  triplications  c(mtaln  information  of 
a  proprietary  or  confidential  nature,  in¬ 
cluding  detailed  research  protocols,  de¬ 
signs,  and  other  technical  information: 
financial  data,  such  as  salaries;  and  per¬ 
sonal  information  concerning  individuals 
as.soclated  with  the  ai^lications. 
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Mr.  Richard  Turlington,  Chief,  Grants 
Inquiries  Office  of  the  Division  of  Re¬ 
search  Grants,  Westwood  Building,  Na¬ 
tional  Institutes  of  Health.  Bethesda, 
Maryland  20014,  telephone  area  code 
301-496-7441  will  furnish  summaries  of 
the  meetings  and  rosters  of  committee 


NOTICES 

members.  Substantive  program  Informa¬ 
tion  may  be  obtained  from  each  Execu¬ 
tive  Secretary  whose  name,  room  num¬ 
ber,  and  telephone  number  are  listed  be¬ 
low  each  study  sectlcm.  Anyone  plan¬ 
ning  to  attend  a  meeting  should  contact 
>the  Executive  Secretary  to  confirm  the 
exact  meeting  time. 


study  section 


March  1977  Tima  ToeatloB 

meetings 


Allergy  and  immunology,  Dr.  Morton  Reitman, 
room  320,  telephone  301-490-7380. 

Applied  physiology  and  orthopedics,  Mrs.  Ileen  E. 
Stewart,  room  318,  telephone  301-496-7581. 

Biochemistry,  Dr.  Adolphus  P.  Toliver,  rotnu 
350,  telephone  301-496-7516. 

Biophysics  and  biophysical,  chemistry  B,  Dr. 
John  B.  Wolfl,  room  236,  telephone  301-496-70701 

Experimental  Urology,  Dr.  Eugene  Zebovite, 
room  206,  telephone  301-496-7474. 

Hematology,  Dr.  Joseph  E.  Hayes,  Jr.,  room  355, 
telephone  301-496-7508. 

Medicinal  chemistry  B,  Mr.  Richard  P.  Bratxel, 
room  222,  telephone  301-496-7286. 

Metabolism,  Dr.  Robert  M.  Leonard,  room  218, 
telephone  301-496-7091. 

Microbial  chemistry.  Dr.  Gustave  Sober,  room 
357,  telephone  301-496-713a 

Physiological  chemistry.  Dr.  Robert  L.  Ingram^ 
room  338,  telephone  301-496-7837. 

Reproductive  biology.  Dr.  Dharam  B.  Dhindsa, 
room  307,  telephone  301-496-7318. 

Toxicology,  Dr.  Rob  S.  McCutcbeon,  room  226, 
telephone  301-496-7570. 

Virology,  Dr.  Claire  H.  Winestock,  room  340, 
telephone  301-496-7128. 


9-12  8:45 _ HoDday  Ion,  Cbavy  Chase,  Md. 

10-12  9 _ Summer  House  Inn,  La  Jolla,  CaOL 

9- 12  9 _ Kenwood  Country  Club,  Bethesda, 

Md. 

10-12  8'AO _ Room  9,  building  31,  C-wlng, 

Bethes^  Md. 

13-16  4  pan _ Room  8,  building  31,  C-ving, 

Bethesda,  Md. 

9-12  9 _ Holiday  Inn,  Chevy  Chase,  Md. 

10- 12  8 _ El  Rancho  Inn,  Millbrae,  CaUL 

9- 12  7  pjn _ Room  4,  building  31,  Bethesda, 

Md. 

17-19  830 _ Room  8,  building  31,  C-wing, 

Bethea^  Md. 

10- 12  9 _ Holiday  Inn,  Bethesda,  Md. 

9- 12  830 _  Da 

10-12  8 _  Da 

10- 12  830 _ Rotnn  10,  building  31,  C-ving, 

Bethesda,  Md. 


(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Program  Noa.  13E33.  13B37.  13.340,  13B03-13B96, 
13.83&-13.844.  13.866-13.871,  13B76,  National  Institutes  of  Health,  DHEW) 


Dated:  January  26, 1977. 


SXTZANNX  L.  FREHEATT, 

Committee  Management  Officer,  NIH. 


[FR  Doc.77-3208  PRed  2-2-77:8:46  am) 


Public  Health  Service 

HEALTH  MAINTENANCE  ORGANIZATIONS 
New  Qualification  Review  Procedures 

Introduction.  Notice  Is  her^y  given 
that  effective  February  2.  1977,  new  pro¬ 
cedures  will  be  Instituted  by  t^e  As^t- 
ant  Secretary  for  Health  for  the  proc¬ 
essing  of  applications  for  a  determina¬ 
tion  by  the  Secretary,  under  section  1310 
(d)  of  the  Public  Health  Service  Act, 
that  an  applicant  Is  a  qualified  health 
maintenance  organization.  The  current 
review  procedures  have  been  revised  to 
help  expedite  the  processing  of  the  pres¬ 
ent  backlog  and  future  submlsslmis  of 
qualification  applications.  The  revised 
procedures  are  based  on  a  series  of 
screens,  the  Intention  of  which  Is  to  elim¬ 
inate,  as  early  as  possible,  in  the  review 
process,  applications  with  either  Incom¬ 
plete  iiiformation  or  a  major  compliance 
problem-  In  this  way,  the  avafiahle  re¬ 
view  resoiu’ces  will  be  used  more  effi¬ 
ciently.  The  first  screen,  ccwnpleteness  of 
the  application,  is  Intended  to  remove  the 
Incentive  to  submit  an  Incomplete  appli¬ 
cation  In  order  to  acquire  a  favorable 
place  In  the  review  process.  The  remain¬ 
ing  screen  Is  based  cm  the  most  frequent 
reason  for  qualification  denial — enroll¬ 
ment  and  the  marketing  plan. 

New  QtiaiiflcatUm  Review  Procedures. 
AH  applications  received  by  February  2, 
1977,  will  receive  an  Initial  screening  re¬ 
view  for  completeness  and  for  accept¬ 
ability  of  the  marketing  plan,  and  the  re¬ 
sults  will  be  communicated  to  f^pUcants 


by  March  4.  1977;  all  applications  re¬ 
ceived  after  February  2, 1977,  will  receive 
the  same  review  within  30  clays  of  their 
receipt,  and  applicants  win  be  promptly 
notified  of  the  results. 

Any  applicant  whose  application  Is 
found  to  be  Incomplete  win  be  so  notified 
and  win  have  60  days  from  ttie  date  of 
the  notification  to  provide  the  missing 
materials.  If  the  missing  Information  Is 
received  within  30  days  from  the  date 
of  the  notlfic^atlcm,  the  application  will 
be  processed  according  to  the  original 
date  of  receipt.  If  the  missing  Informa¬ 
tion  Is  received  within  the  60  days,  but 
after  the  30th  day,  the  application  wifi 
be  treated  as  a  new  appllcatlcm;  that  Is, 
the  aimllcatlon  wlU  be  processed  accord¬ 
ing  to  the  date  of  receipt  of  the  addl- 
ticmal  Information.  Any  applicant  falling 
to  provide  the  required  information 
within  the  60-day  p^od  win  be  denied 
qualification. 

An  application  foimd  to  be  complete 
wUl  have  its  marketing  idan.  Including 
Medicare  and  Medicaid  enrollment,  re¬ 
viewed.  This  review  wiU  be  directed  at  an 
analysis  of  the  applicant’s  current  «i- 
rollment'  limitations  under  Title  XEQ 
(42  CFR  110.108(c)  and  110.109(c)) 
along  with  a  review  of  the  total  market¬ 
ing  plan.  If  an  appUcatlon  Is  found  to  be 
unacceptable  In  this  area,  quallficatkm 
win  be  denied  and  the  applicant  win  be 
so  Informed.  Those  appUcants  that  have 
passed  this  Initial  screening  review  will 
then  receive  a  complete  quallficatloa 
determination  review. 


The  applicant  win  be  notified  In  writ¬ 
ing  of  application  deficiencies  imcovered 
by  the  complete  review.  The  aw>Ucant 
win  then  have  30  days  from  the  date  of 
the  notification  to  satisfy  the  Indicated 
deficiencies.  If  these  deficiencies  are  not 
corrected  within  the  30  days,  the  appli¬ 
cant  win  be  denied  qualification. 

Dated:  January  28, 1977. 

William  B.  Munier, 
Director,  Office  of 
Quality  Standards. 

[FR  Doc.77-3413  FUed  2-2-77; 8:45  am] 


HEALTH  SERVICES  ADMINISTRATION 

Statement  of  Organization,  Functions,  and 
Delegations  of  Authority 

Part  3  in  the  Statement  of  Organiza¬ 
tion,  Functions,  and  Delegations  of  Au- 
ttiorlty  of  the  Department  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare,  is  hereby 
amended  to  refiect:  (1)  The  ccmsoUda- 
tion  of  the  Health  Services  Administra¬ 
tion’s  (HSA)  responsibilities  In  Equal 
Employment  Opportunity  and  CivU 
Rights  In  the  Office  of  Equal  Employ¬ 
ment  Opportunity  (3AA107)  and  chang¬ 
ing  Its  title  to  the  Office  of  Equal  Em¬ 
ployment  Oppiortunlty  and  Civil  Rights 
(3AA107) :  (2)  the  transfer  of  the  Office 
of  Manpower  Management  (3AA504) 
from  the  Office  of  Planning.  Evaluation, 
and  L^lslatlon  (3AA5)  to  the  Office  of 
Management  (3AA9) .  the  revision  of  the 
statements  fcx-  the  Office  of  Planning, 
Evaluation,  and  Legislation  and  the  Office 
of  Management  to  reflect  this  transfer 
and  certain  minor  changes  in  the  state¬ 
ment  fcM*  the  Office  of  Manpower  Man- 
agonent  (3AA9()8) ;  and  (3)  the  addition 
of  HSA  International  health  responslbfll- 
tles  to  the  Office  of  Planning,  Evaluation, 
and  Leglslatkm. 

Section  3-B.  Organization  and  Func¬ 
tions  Is  amended  by:  (1)  replacing  the 
current  statemoit  for  the  Office  of  Equal 
Emplosnnent  Opportunity  (3AA107)  (39 
PR  10463,  March  20,  1974)  with  the  fol¬ 
lowing  revised  statement  retltled  Office  of 
Equal  Eknplo3rment  Opportunity  and 
Cfivfl  Rights  (3AA107) ;  (2)  replacing  the 
current  statemoits  for  the  Office  of 
Planning,  Evaluation  and  Legislation 
(3AA5)  (40  PR  11932,  March  14,  1975) 
and  the  Office  of  Management  (3AA9) 
(39  FR  10463,  March  20,  1974)  with  the 
foUowlng  revised  statements;  (3)  remov¬ 
ing  the  current  statement  for  the  Office 
of  Manpower  Management  (3AA504)  (40 
FR  11932,  March  14,  1975)  and  placing 
the  foUowlng  revised  statement  for  the 
Office  of  Manpower  Management  (3AA 
908)  after  the  statement  for  the  Office  of 
Management  PoUcy  (3AA907)  (39  FH 
27489,  July  29. 1974) . 

Office  of  EquoI  Employment  Oppor¬ 
tunity  and  Civil  Rights  (.3AA107).  To 
fulfin  Health  Services  Administration 
(HSA)  respx>nsibUltles  for  assuring  equal 
employment  opportunity  (EEO) ,  nondls- 
crlmlnatimi,  and  equity  of  opportunity 
to  p>artlctpate  In  or  benefit  fixmi  pro¬ 
grams  and  activities  receiving  Federal 
-  assistance  through  HSA.  the  Office:  (1) 
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advises  the  Adioiuistratpr  and  other  key 
HSA  officials  In  the  execution  of  these 
HSA  responsibilities;  (2)  provides  pol¬ 
icy,  program  direction  and  leadership  to 
HSA  EEO  and  Civil  Rights  programs  and 
personnel;  (3)  plans,  develops  and  eval¬ 
uates  programs  and  procedures  designed 
to:  (a)  eliminate  discriminatory  employ¬ 
ment,  prcHnotion,  and  training  practices 
throughout  HSA;  and  (b)  assure  nondls- 
criminatory  implementation  and  opera¬ 
tion  of  PederaJly  supported  HSA  pro¬ 
grams  and  projects;  (4)  receives,  pro¬ 
vides  for  the  investigations  of,  and  pre¬ 
pares  for  the  Administrator  proposed 
dispositions  of  complaints  filed  through¬ 
out  HSA  allying  discrimination  based 
on  race,  color,  religion,  national  origin, 
sex  or  age;  (5)  maintains  liaison  with 
various  non  F^eral  organizations  con¬ 
cerned  with  EEO  and  Civil  Rights  as  well 
as  with  the  Department’s  Equal  Employ¬ 
ment  Opportunity  Staff  and  Office  for 
Civil  Rights,  the  Office  of  the  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Health’s  Equal  Employ¬ 
ment  Opportunity  Office  and  the  Office  of 
Administrative  Management,  and  the 
Civil  Service  Commission  regarding  EEO 
and  Civil  Rights  program  development 
and  administration,  and  the  res^dutloQ 
of  discrimination  complaints. 

Office  of  Planning,  Evaluation,  and 
Legislation  (1AA5).  Under  the  direction 
of  the  Associate  Administrator  for  Plan¬ 
ning.  Evaluation  and  Legislation,  who  is 
a  member  of  the  Administrator’s  im¬ 
mediate  staff:  (1)  serves  as  the  Admin¬ 
istrator’s  primary  staff  element  axid 
princU>al  source  of  advice  on  prc^^am 
planning,  program  evaluation,  regula¬ 
tion  development,  and  legislative  affairs; 
(2)  devd.op8,  in  collaboration  with  fi¬ 
nancial  management  staff,  the  long- 
range  program  and  financial  plan  for 
the  Administration;  (3)  overseas,  in  co¬ 
ordination  with  the  Office  of  the 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Health.  otMnma- 
nicatlons  between  HSA  and  higher  levels 
of  government  (including  the  Office  of 
the  Secretajy.  the  Office  of  Management 
and  Budget,  and  Congress)  on  all  mat¬ 
ters  that  Involve  long-range  plans,  the 
regulations  develoiunent  process,  eval¬ 
uations  of  program  performance,  or  1%- 
Islatlve  affairs;  (4)  develops  long-range 
gocds,  objectives,  and  priorities  for  HSA; 
(5)  directs  all  activities  within  HSA 
which  have  the  go^  of  comparing  the 
costs  of  the  agency’s  programs  with 
their  benefits,  including  the  preparatkm 
and  implementation  of  comprehensive 
program  evaluation  plans;  (6)  directs 
an  the  legislative  affairs  of  HSA,  includ¬ 
ing  the  devel(^Hn^t  of  legislative  pro¬ 
posals  and  a  legislative  program;  (7) 
acts  as  the  focal  point  in  HSA  for  the 
preparation,  devek^noent,  and  monitor¬ 
ing  of  program  regulations;  (8)  con¬ 
ducts  policy  analyses  and  develops  policy 
positions  in  programmatic  areas  for 
HSA;  and  (9)  coordinates  the  overaU 
dlrectkHi  ol  the  international  health  ac¬ 
tivities  of  HSA. 

Office  of  Management  (3AA9) .  Under 
the  dlrectkm  of  the  Associate  Adminis¬ 
trator  for  Management,  who  is  a  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  Administrator’s  immediate 


staff:  (1)  provides  Administration- wide 
leadership,  program  direction,  and  co¬ 
ordination  of  all  phases  of  management; 
(2)  provides  management  expertise,  and 
staff  advice  and  support  to  the  Adminis¬ 
trator  in  program  and  policy  formula¬ 
tion  and  executi<m;  (3)  plans,  directs, 
and  coordinates  the  Administration’s 
activities  in  the  areas  of  management 
pcfficy,  financial  management,  personnel 
management,  manpower  managemoit, 
grants  and  ctmtracts  management,  pro¬ 
curement,  real  and  personal  property 
accountability  and  management,  systems 
management,  and  administrative  serv¬ 
ices;  (4)  oversees  the  devdopment  of 
annual  operating  objectives  and  coordi¬ 
nates  HSA’s  w<»±  planning;  (5)  plans 
and  ccmducts  an  Equal  Ems^yment  Op¬ 
portunity  program  for  the  Office  of  the 
Administrator;  and  (6)  provides  direc¬ 
tion  to  the  Executive  Officer  for  the  Of¬ 
fice  of  the  Administration. 

Office  at  Manvower  Management 
13AA908).  (1)  Assists  and  smarts  the 
Administrator  and  Bureau  Directors  in 
effective  management  of  HSA  manpower 
resoiuees;  (2)  plans,  directs  and  coordi¬ 
nates  HSA’s  manpower  management 
program;  (3)  sxipervlses  the  <^)eratlon 
of  ttie  HSA  manpower  management  sys¬ 
tem  inehxUiw  the  manpower  deidoy- 
ment  and  utlBaatkm  system,  the  woA 
measiirement  and  productivity  tracking 
system,  the  future  manning  needs  fore¬ 
casting  Bjrst^n.  and  the  manpower 
budgeting  system;  (4)  integrates  man¬ 
power  analyses  with  the  preparatkm  of 
agency  forward  plans,  annual  budget 
submlsskms.  and  HSA  work  planning; 
(5)  conducts  special  studies  and  analyses 
of  manpower  utlllzati<m  inoducttvlty 
and  future  manning  requlr»nents;  (6); 
serves  as  ttie  focal  point  in  HSA  fbr 
manpower  management  and  analysis  ef- 
fmts;  (7)  interprets  PHS  and  Depart¬ 
mental  policy  in  ttiese  areas;  (8)  pro¬ 
vides  technical  assistance  in  work  plan¬ 
ning  to  the  Office  of  toe  Administrator 
and  toe  bureaus;  and  (9)  coordinates 
HSA’S  participation  in  the  Departmmt’s 
OPS  system. 

Dated:  Janxiary  24, 1977. 

JOHlf  Ottina, 

AssistasU  Secretary  for 
Administration  and  Management, 

[FR  DDc.77-e344  FOed  2-3-77;8;45  un] 


SAFETY  AND  OCCUPATIONAL  HEALTH 
STUDY  SECTION 

Meetii^ 

In  accordance  with  Section  10(a)(2) 
the  Federal  Advisory  Ccmimittee  Act 
(Public  Law  92-463) ,  the  Center  for  Dis¬ 
ease  Ckmtrol  announces  the  f(ffiowlng 
Natfamal  Institute  tor  Occupational 
Safety  and  Health  Committee  meeting: 

Name:  Safety  and  Oocupatkmal  Health 
Study  SeeUon. 

Date:  March  a-4.  1977. 

Place:  Oonneetlcut  Boom,  HoUday  Ina 
Betheeda  MoCM,  nao  Wlsooaaln  Avenua 
Betbesda,  Maryland  90014- 


Time:  9:00  am. 

Type  of  Meeting:  Open — 9  a.m.  to  10:30  a.m., 
on  March  4.  Cloeed — 9  a.m.  to  5  p.m.,  on. 
March  S,  azKl  10:30  ajn.,  on  March  4 
through  remainder  of  meeting. 

Contact  person:  John  F.  Bester.  PhJJ.,  Ex* 
ecuUve  Secretary.  Park  Building,  Room 
3-40,  NIOSH,  5600  Fishers  Lane,  Rwkville, 
Maryland  20657.  Phone:  301-443-4493. 
Purpiose:  The  Committee  is  charged  with  the 
initial  review  of  research,  training,  dem¬ 
onstration,  and  fellowship  grant  applica¬ 
tions  for  Federal  assistance  In  program 
areas  administered  by  the  National  Insti¬ 
tute  for  Occupational  Safety  and  Health, 
and  with  advising  the  Institute  staA  on 
training  and  research  needs. 

Agenda:  Agenda  items  for  the  open  portion 
of  the  meeting  wUl  Include  reading  of 
minutes  of  i»evious  meeting,  and  admin¬ 
istrative  and  staff  reports.  During  the 
closed  session  beginning  at  9  a.m.  to  5 
pm,  March  3,  1977,  and  10:30  a.m.. 
March  4.  1977,  through  the  remainder  of 
Um  meeting,  the  Study  Section  will  be 
performing  the  Initial  review  of  research 
grant  and  training  grant  applications  for 
Federal  assistance,  and  will  not  he  <^n 
to  the  pubUc,  in  accordance  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  set  forth  In  Section  552(b)  (5) 
and  (6) .  Title  6.  n.S.  Code,  and  the  Deter- 
mlnatton  of  the  Director,  Center  for  Dis¬ 
ease  OontzoL  pursuant  to  Public  Law 
99-463. 

Agenda  items  are  subject  to  change  as 
priorities  dictate. 

TTie  portion  of  the  meeting  so  indi¬ 
cated  Is  open  to  the  public  for  observa¬ 
tion  and  participation.  A  roster  of  mem¬ 
bers  and  other  relevant  Information 
regarding  toe  meeting  may  be  obtained 
from  toe  contact  person  listed  above. 

Dated:  January  28,  1977. 

William  C.  Watson,  Jr., 
Acting  Director, 
Center  for  Disease  Control. 

(FB  Doc.77-3627  Piled  2-2-77; 8: 45  am] 


Oflke  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  for  Health 

PERFORMANCE  OF  INSTITUTIONAL 
REVIEW  BOARDS 

Notice  of  Public  Hearings 

The  National  Commission  for  the  Pro¬ 
tection  of  Human  Subjects  will  conduct 
public  hearings  on  the  perframance  of 
the  Institutional  Review  Boards  (IRBs) 
which  review  research  involving  human 
subjects.  ’These  hearings  wUl  provide  an 
(^^rtunlty  for  investigators  whose  re¬ 
search  proposals  are  reviewed  by  IRBs, 
members  of  IRBs,  and  other  interested 
persons  to  address  the  Commlsslrm  c(m- 
cemlng  difficulties  that  have  been  en- 
coimtered  under  the  existing  syston  of 
review  and  suggestions  for  Improvement. 
For  the  convmlence  of  the  public,  the 
hearings  on  IRBs  win  be  held  at  three 
locations ; 

Ann.  5,  1977 

Boom  904A,  DlrkMU  Federal  Building,  219 
Dearborn  Street,  Chicago,  Bltnots. 

AFan.  15.  1977 

Boom  16018,  UJS.  Court  Phderal  Building,  480 
Ooklen  Gate  Avenue,  San  Rancleco,  Call- 
framla. 

Mat  3.  1977 

Conference  Boom  8,  Bunding  81,  National 
metttutee  of  Bhaltb,  9000  Bo<ATnie  Plkai, 
Betheeda,  Marylaod. 
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Each  of  these  hearings  will  begin  at 
9:00  a.m.  on  the  date  noted  and  will  be 
open  to  the  public,  subject  to  the  limi¬ 
tation  of  available  space.  If  warranted 
by  the  volume  of  requests  to  testify, 
hearings  will  also  be  scheduled  for  Ap^ 

6  (Chicago),  April  14  (San  Francisco), 
and  May  4  (Bethesda) . 

The  National  Research  Act  (Pub.  L. 
93-348,  section  212(a) )  requires  that  any 
institution  applying  to  DHEW  for  sup¬ 
port  to  conduct  research  involving  hu¬ 
man  subjects  have  established  an  IRB  to 
review  such  research  in  order  to  protect 
the  rights  of  the  subjects.  The  Act  also 
directs  the  Commission  to  consider 
mechanljsms  for  evaluating  and  monitor¬ 
ing  the  performance  of  IRBs  and  to  rec¬ 
ommend  to  the  Secretary,  DHEW,  such 
administrative  action  as  may  be  appro¬ 
priate  to  apply  guidelines  for  the  pro¬ 
tection  of  human  subjects  (section  202 
(a)). 

The  hearings  are  planned  to  assist  the 
Commission  in  Identifying  problems  with 
the  existing  system,  with  regard  both  to 
shortcomings  in  the  protection  of  human 
subjects  and  unnecessary  impediments  to 
the  conduct  of  research.  Suggestions  for 
improvements  either  in  the  regulation  or 
operations  of  IRBs  are  also  solicited.  In¬ 
dividuals  presenting  testimony  are  en¬ 
couraged  to  focus  on  particular  problems 
and  suggestions. 

Anyone  wishing  to  speak  at  one  of  the 
hearings  must  file  a  written  request  not 
later  than  March  4,  1977,  and  receive 
approval  from  the  Commission.  Requests 
should  specify  the  particular  hearing  lo¬ 
cation  and  include  a  brief  summary  of 
the  planned  presentation,  which  shall  be 
limited  to  10  minutes.  Written  materials 
of  any  length  may  be  submitted  for  the 
record  or  to  the  Commission  at  any  time. 
Requests  to  testify  or  for  further  infor¬ 
mation  should  be  directed  to  the  Public 
Information  OflBcer,  Room  125,  West- 
wood  Office  Building,  5333  Westbard 
Avenue,  Bethesda,  Maryland  20016. 

January  25,  1977. 

ChiARLES  U.  Lowe, 
Executive  Director,  National 
Commission  for  the  Protec¬ 
tion  of  Human  Subjects  of 
Biomedical  and  Behavioral 
Research. 

[PR  1)00.77-3345  Piled  2-2-77:8:45  amj 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND 
URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 

Federal  Disaster  Assistance 
Administration 

[Docket  No.  NFD-396:  PDAA-3023-EMI 

CALIFORNIA 

Notice  of  Emergency  Declaration  and 
Related  Determinations 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  vested  in  the 
Secretary  of  Housing  and  Urban  Devd- 
(^ment  by  the  President  under  Execu¬ 
tive  Order  11795.  of  July  11.  1974,  and 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Secretary  imder 
Departm^t  of  Housing  and  Urban  De¬ 
velopment  Ddegation  of  Authority, 
Docket  No.  D-74-285;  and  by  virtue  of 


the  Act  of  May  22,  1974,  «ititled  “Disas¬ 
ter  ReUef  Act  of  1974”  (88  Stat.  143); 
notice  is  hereby  given  that  on  Janu-  , 
ary  20,  1977,  the  President  declared  an 
emergency  as  follows; 

I  have  determined  that  the  Impact  of  a 
drought  on  the  State  of  California  is  of  suffi¬ 
cient  severity  and  magnitude  to  warrant  a 
declaration  of  an  emergency  under  Public 
Law  93-288.  I  therefore  declare  that  such  an 
emergency  exists  in  the  State  of  CalifcH-nla. 
You  are  to  determine  the  specific  areas  with¬ 
in  the  State  eligible  for  Pederal  assistance 
under  this  declaration. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant  to 
the  authority  vested  in  the  Secretary  of 
Housing  and  Urban  Development  imder 
Executive  Order  11795,  and  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Secretary  under  Department 
of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  De¬ 
legation  of  Authority,  Docket  No.  D-74- 
285,  I  hereby  appoint  Mr.  Robert  C. 
Stevens,  FDAA  Region  IX,  to  act  as  the 
Pederal  Coordinating  Officer  for  this 
declared  emergency. 

I  do  hereby  determine  the  following 
areas  to  have  been  adversely  affected  by 
this  declared  emergency : 

The  counties  of : 


Amador 

Plumas  . 

Butte 

Sacramento 

Calaveras 

San  Joaquin 

Colusa 

Shasta 

El  Dorado 

Stanislaus 

Olenn 

Sutter  • 

Lassen 

Tehama 

Mariposa 

Trinity 

Mendocino 

Tuolumne 

Merced 

Yolo 

Nevada 

Placer 

Yuba 

The  purpose  of  this  designation  is  to 
provide  emergency  livestock  feed  assist¬ 
ance  only  in  the  aforementioned  affected 
areas  effective  the  date  of  this  notice. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  No. 
14.701,  Disaster  Assistance.) 

Dated:  January  20, 1977. 

Thomas  P.  Dunne, 
Administrator,  Federal  Disaster 
Assistance  Administration. 

[PR  Doc.77-3353  Filed  2-2-77; 8: 45  am] 

[Docket  No.  NFD-397:  PDAA-524-DR1 

MARYLAND 

Notice  of  Major  Disaster  and  Related 
Determinations 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  vested  in 
the  Secretary  of  Housing  and  Urban  De¬ 
velopment  by  the  President  under  Execu¬ 
tive  Order  11795  of  July  11,  1974,  and 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Secretary  under 
Department  of  Housing  and  Urban  De¬ 
velopment  Delegation  of  Authority, 
Docket  No.  D-74-285;  and  by  virtue  of 
the  Act  of  May  22,  1974,  entitled  “Dis¬ 
aster  Relief  Act  of  1974”  (88  Stat.  143) ; 
notice  is  hereby  given  that  on  January  26, 
1977,  the  President  declared  a  major  dis¬ 
aster  as  follows: 

I  have  determined  that  the  situation  in 
certain  areas  of  the  State  of  Maryland  result¬ 
ing  from  ice  conditions  in  the  Chesapeake 
Bay  region  beginning  about  January  1,  1977, 
la  of  sufficient  severity  and  magnitude  to 
warrant  a  major  disaster  declaration  under 


Public  Law  93-288.  I  therefore  declare  that 
such  a  major  disaster  exists  in  the  State  of 
Maryland. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant  to 
the  authority  vested  in  the  Secretary  of 
Housing  and  Urban  Developanent  under 
Executive  Order  11795,  and  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Secretary  under  Department 
of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Dele¬ 
gation  of  Authority,  Docket  No.  D-74- 
285,  I  hereby  appoint  Mr.  Arthur  T. 
Doyle,  FDAA  Region  HI,  to  act  as  the 
Pederal  Coordinating  Officer  for  this  de¬ 
clared  major  disaster. 

I  do  hereby  determine  the  following 
areas  of  th^  State  of  Maryland  to  have 
been  adversely  affected  by  this  declared 
major  disaster; 

The  Counties  of : 

Anne  Arundel  Kent 

Baltimore  Queen  Anne's 

Calvert  Somerset 

Caroline  St.  Mary's 

Cecil  Talbot 

Charles  Wicomico 

Dorchester  Worcester 

Harford 

The  city  of  Baltimore 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  No. 
14.701,  Disaster  Assistance.) 

Dated:  January  27,  1977, 

Thomas  P.  Dunne, 
Administrator,  Federal  Disaster 
Assistance  Administration. 

[PR  Doc.77-3354  FUed  2-2-77;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  NPD-398:  FDAA-525-DR] 

VIRGINIA 

Notice  of  Major  Disaster  and  Related 
Determinations 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  vested  in  the 
Secretary  of  Housing  and  Urban  Devel¬ 
opment  by  the  President  under  Executive 
Order  11795  of  July  11,  1974,  and  dele¬ 
gated  to  me  by  the  Secretary  under  De¬ 
partment  of  Housing  and  Urban  Devel¬ 
opment  Delegation  of  Authority,  Docket 
No.  D-74-285;  and  by  virtue  of  the  Act  of 
May  22,  1974,  entitled  “Disaster  Relief 
Act  of  1974”  (88  Stat.  143) ;  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  on  January  26,  1977, 
the  President  declared  a  major  disaster 
as  follows: 

I  have  determined  that  the  situation  In 
certain  areas  of  the  State  of  Virginia  result¬ 
ing  from  ice  conditions  in  the  Chesapeake 
Bay  region  and  the  Atlantic  Coast  of  Vir¬ 
ginia  beginning  about  January  1,  1977,  is  of 
sufficient  severity  and  magnitude  to  warrant 
a  major  disaster  declaration  under  Public 
Law  93-288.  I  theretm-e  declare  that  such  a 
major  disaster  exists  in  the  State  of  Virginia. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  the  authority  vested  in  the  Secretary 
of  Housing  and  Urban  Developmwit 
under  Executive  Order  11795,  and  dele¬ 
gated  to  me  by  the  Secretary  under  De¬ 
partment  of  Housing  and  Urban  Develop¬ 
ment  Delegaticm  of  Authority,  Docket 
No.  D-74-285,  I  hereby  appoint  Mr. 
Arthur  T.  Doyle,  FDAA  Region  m,  to  act 
as  the  Federal  Coordinating  Officer  for 
this  declared  major  disaster. 

I  do  hereby  determine  the  following 
areas  of  the  State  of  'Virginia  to  have 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  42,  NO.  23 — THURSDAY,  FEBRUARY  3,  1977 


NOTICES 


6643 


been  adversely  affected  by  this  declared 
major  disaster: 

The  counties  of : 


Accomack 

Lancaster 

ArliJigton 

Mathews 

Charles  City 

Middlesex 

Chesterfield 

New  Kent 

Essex 

Northampton 

Fairfax 

Northumberland 

Olouster 

Prince  George 

Hemico 

Prince  William 

Isle  of  Wight 

Richmond 

James  City 

Stafford 

King  George 

S\irry 

King  and  Queen 

Westmoreland 

King  WUliam 

York 

The  cities  of : 

Alexandria 

Petersburg 

Chesiqieake 

Poquoeon 

Colonial  Heights 

Portsmouth 

Hampton 

Richmond 

Hopewell 

Suffolk 

Newport  News 

Virginia  Beach 

Norfolk: 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  No. 
14.701.  Disaster  Assistance.) 

Dated:  January  27,  1977. 

TNomas  P.  Dunne, 
Administrator.  Federal  Disaster 
Assistance  Administration. 
IFR  Doc .77-3355  PUed  2-2^77:8:45  am) 


Office  of  Interstate  Land  Sales 
Registration 

[Docket  Ito.  N-77-700;  76-332-IS; 

OILSB  No.  0-0274-06-18  (A)  ] 

COLORADO  MOUNTAIN  ESTATES 
Notice  of  Hearing 

Pursuant  to  15  n.S.C.  1706(d>  and 
24  CPR  1720.160(d)  Notice  is  hereby 
given  that: 

1.  Ccdorado  Mountain  Estates,  Mag- 
nuson  Corporation  and  Frank  N.  Mag- 
nuson.  President,  authorized  agents  and 
officers,  hereinafter  refered  to  as.  “Re- 
spondent**,  being  subject  to  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Interstate  Land  Sales  Fun 
Disclosure  Act  (Pub.  Law  90-448)  (15 
U.S.C.  1710,  et  seq.)  received  a  Notice 
of  Proceedings  and  Opportimlty  for 
Hearing  issued  November  4,  1976,  which 
was  sent  to  the  developer  pursuant  to 
15  UH.C.  1706(d),  24  CJ'.R.  1710.45(b) 
(1)  and  1720.125  Informing  the  devel¬ 
oper  of  information  obtained  by  the 
Office  of  Interstate  Land  Sales  Registra¬ 
tion  alleging  that  the  Statement  of  Rec- 
<wd  and  Property  Report  for  Colorado 
Mountain  Estates,  located  in  Teller 
County,  Colorado,  contain  untrue  state¬ 
ments  of  material  fact  or  omit  to  state 
material  facts  required  to  be  stated 
therein  or  necessary  to  make  the  state¬ 
ments  therein  not  misleading. 

2.  The  Respondent  filed  an  Answer 
received  November  23,  1976,  in  response 
to  the  Notice  of  Proceedings  and  Oppor¬ 
tunity  for  Hearing. 

3.  In  said  Answer  the  Respondent  re¬ 
quested  a  bearing  (m  the  allegatkms  con¬ 
tained  in  the  Notice  of  Proceedings  and 
Opportunity  for  Hearing. 

4.  TTierefore,  pursuant  to  the  iNovl- 
skms  of  15  UJ3.C.  1706(d)  and  24  CFR 
1720.160(d),  ff  is  hereby  ordered.  TTiat  a 


public  hearing  for  the  purpose  of  taking 
evidence  (m  the  questions  set  forth  in 
the  Notice  of  Proceedings  and  Oppor¬ 
tunity  for  Hearing  will  be  held  before 
Judge  James  W.  Mast,  in  Room  7146,  De¬ 
partment  of  HUD,  451  7th  Street.  S.W., 
Washington,  D.C.,  mi  February  15,  1977 
at  2:00  pm. 

The  following  time  and  procedure  is 
t^licable  to  such  hearing:  All  affidavits 
and  a  list  of  all  witnesses  are  requested 
to  be  filed  with  the  Hearing  Clerk,  HUD 
Building.  Room  10150.  Washington,  D.C., 
20410  on  or  before  January  25, 1977. 

6.  The  Respondent  is  hereby  notified 
that  failure  to  appear  at  the  above  sched¬ 
uled  hearing  shall  be  deemed  a  default 
and  the  proceedings  shall  be  determined 
against  Respondent,  the  allegations  of 
w'hlch  shall  be  deemed  to  be  true,  and  an 
order  Suspending  the  Statement  of 
Record,  herein  identified,  shall  be  issued 
pursuant  to  24  CFR  1710.45(b)(1). 

This  Notice  shall  be  served  upon  the 
Respondent  forthwith  pursuant  to  243 
CFR  1720.440. 

Dated:  December  6,  1976. 

By  the  Secretary. 

Jakes  W.  Mast, 
Administrative  Law  Judge. 

[FR  Doc .77-3356  Piled  2-2-77:8:48  am] 


[Docket  No.  N-77-703,  76-316-lS;  OILSR 

No.  0-3171-38-167  A  (A)  ] 

MINNESOTT  BEACH 
Hearing 

Pursuant  to  15  UB.C.  1706 id)  and  24 
CPR  1720.160(b),  notice  is  hereby  given 
that: 

1.  Minnesott  Beach.  Indian  '  Trace 
Company,  Garvin  B.  Hardison,  Joint 
Venturer,  authorized  agents  and  officers, 
hereinafter  referred  to  as  “Respondent”, 
being  subject  to  the  provislMis  of  the  In¬ 
terstate  Land  Sales  Full  Disclosure  Act 
(Pub.  Law  90-448)  (15  UB.C.  1710,  et 
seq.)  received  a  Notice  of  Proceedings 
and  OjMxirtunity  toe  Hearing  issued 
October  21,  1976,  which  was  sMit  to  the 
develCHier  pursuant  to  15  UB.C.  1706(d), 
24  CJit.  1710.45(b)  (1)  and  1720.125  in¬ 
forming  the  developer  of  information 
obtained  by  the  Ofllce  of  Interstate  Land 
Sales  Re^tration  alleging  that  the 
StatMnent  of  Record  and  PrcH^erty  Re¬ 
port  fcM:  Minnesott  Beach,  located  In 
Pamlico  County,  North  Candlna,  CMi- 
tain  untrue  stat^Mits  of  matMi^  fact 
or  omit  to  state  material  facts  required 
to  be  stated  therein  or  necessary  to  make 
the  statemMits  therein  not  misleading. 

2.  TTie  Respondoit  filed  an  Answer  re¬ 
ceived  November  22,  1976,  in  response  to 
the  Notice  of  Proceedings  and  Oppor¬ 
tunity  for  Hearing. 

3.  In  said  Answer  the  Respondent  re¬ 
quested  a  hearing  on  the  allegations 
contained  In  the  Notice  of  Proceedings 
and  Opportunity  for  Hearing. 

4.  Therefore,  piaeuant  to  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  15  U.S.C.  1706(d)  and  24  CFR 
1720.160(d),  ff  is  hereby  ordered.  That 
a  public  hearing  for  the  purpose  of  tak¬ 
ing  evidence  on  the  questions  set  forth  In 


tlie  Notice  of  Proceedings  and  Oppor¬ 
tunity  for  Hearing  will  be  held  before 
Judge  James  W,  Mast,  In  Romn  7146,  De¬ 
partment  of  HUD,  451  7th  Street  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.,  on  Februarj’  22,  1977 
at  2  pm. 

5.  The  following  time  and  procedure 
is  applicable  to  such  hearing:  All  affi¬ 
davits  and  a  list  of  all  witnesses  are  re¬ 
quested  to  be  filed  with  the  Hearing 
Clerk,  HUD  Building,  Room  10150, 
Washington,  DC.  20410  on  or  before 
January  28,  1977. 

6.  The  Respondent  is  hereby  notified 
that  failiu^  to  appear  at  the  above 
scheduled  hearing  shall  be  deemed  a 
default  and  the  proceedings  shall  be  de¬ 
termined  against  Respondent,  the  alle¬ 
gations  of  which  shall  be  deemed  to  be 
true,  and  an  Order  Suspending  the  State¬ 
ment  of  Record,  herein  identified,  shall 
be  issued  pursuant  to  24  CJFR  1710.45 
(b)(1). 

This  Notice  shall  be  served  upon  tlie 
Respondent  forthwith  pursuant  to  24 
CFR  1720.440. 

Dated:  December  6,  1976. 

By  the  Secretary. 

James  W.  Mast. 

Adminstratioe  Law  Judge. 

[FR  Doc  77-3357  PUeU  2-2-77:8:45  am) 


MOUNT  P(X»HONTAS 

[Docket  No.  N-77-699;  76-326-IS,  OILSR  No. 

0-3561-44-260] 

Notice  of  Hearing 

Pursuant  to  15  UJS.C.  1706(d)  and  24 
CPR  1720.160(b)  notice  Is  hereby  given 
that: 

1.  Mount  Pocohontas  Holiday  Poco- 
hontas  Land,  Inc.,  Diana  Chesley,  Presi¬ 
dent,  authorized  agmts  and  officers,  here¬ 
inafter  referred  to  as  “Respondent”, 
being  subject  to  the  provlskms  of  the 
Interstate  Land  Sales  Fun  Disclosure  Act 
(Pub.  L.  90-448)  (15  UB.C.  1710,  et  seq.) 
received  a  Notice  of  Proceedings  and  Op¬ 
portunity  for  Hearing  issued  October  28, 
1976,  which  was  sent  to  the  developer 
pursuant  to  15  U.S.C.  1706(d),  24  C.P.R. 
1710.45(b)(1)  and  1720.125  Informing 
the  developer  of  Information  obtained  by 
the  Office  of  Interstate  Land  Sales.  Regis¬ 
tration  aUeging  that  the  Statenient  of 
Record  and  Property  Report  for  Mount 
Pocohontas,  located  tai  Carlxm  County. 
Pennsylvania,  contain  vmtrue  statements 
of  material  fact  or  Mnlt  to  state  material 
facts  required  to  be  stated  therein  or 
necessary  to  make  the  statements  therein 
not  necessary  to  make  the  statements 
therein  not  misleading. 

2.  The  Respondent  filed  an  Answer  re¬ 
ceived  November  11,  1976,  in  response  to 
the  Notice  of  Proceedings  and  Oppor- 
timity,  for  Hearing. 

3.  ifi  said  Answer  the  RespMident  re¬ 
quested  a  hearing  on  the  afiegations  con¬ 
tained  in  the  Notice  of  Proceedings  and 
Opportunity  for  Hearing. 

4.  TTrerefore,  pursuant  to  the  provl- 
slMis  of  15  XJB.C.  1706(d)  and  24  CFR 
1720.160(d),  it  is  hereby  ordered.  That 
a  puUic  hearing  for  the  pizrpose  of  tak- 
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ing  evidence  on  the  questions  set  forth 
in  the  Notice  of  Proceedings  and  Op¬ 
portunity  for  Hearing  will  be  held  before 
Judge  James  W.  Mast,  in  Room  7146,  De¬ 
partment  of  HUD,  451  7th  Street,  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.,  on  February  25,  1977 
at  10:00  a.m. 

The  following  time  and  procedure  Is 
applicable  to  such  hearing;  All  affidavits 
and  a  list  of  all  witnesses  are  requested  to 
be  filed  with  the  Hearing  Clerk,  HUD 
Building,  Room  10150,  Washington,  D.C., 
20410  on  or  before  February  1, 1977. 

6.  The  Respondent  is  hereby  notified 
that  failure  to  appear  at  the  above 
scheduled  hearing  shall  be  deemed'a  de¬ 
fault  and  the  proceedings  shall  be  deter¬ 
mined  against  Respondent,  the  allega¬ 
tions  of  which  shall  be  deemed  to  be 
true,  and  an  Order  Suspending  the  State¬ 
ment  of  Record,  herein  Identified,  shall 
be  Issued  pursuant  to  24  CPR  1710.45 
(b)(1). 

This  Notice  shall  be  served  upon  the 
Respondent  forthwith  pursuant  to  24 
CFR  1720.440. 

Dated:  November  24,  1976. 

By  the  Secretary. 

James  W.  Mast, 
Administrative  Law  Judge. 

IFR  Doc.77-3368  Piled  2-2-77;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  N-77-698;  76-287-IS,  OILSR  No. 

0-4322-44-304] 

MUSHROOM  FARM 
Notice  of  Hearing 

Pursuant  to  15  U.S.C.  1706(d)  and  24 
CPR  1720.160(b)  Notice  is  hereby  given 
that: 

1.  Mushroom  Farm,  The  Mushroom 
Farm,  Inc.,  Norman  E.  Weiss,  President, 
authorized  agents  and  officers,  herein¬ 
after  referred  to  as  “Respondent”,  being 
subject  to  the  provisions  of  the  Inter¬ 
state  Land  Sales  Full  Disclosure  Act 
(Pub.  li.  90-448)  (I.*?  U.S.C.  1710,  et  seq.) 
received  a  Notice  of  Proceedings  and  Op¬ 
portunity  for  Hearing  issued  September 
24, 1976,  which  was  sent  to  the  developer  t 
pursuant  to  15  U.S.C.  1706(d),  24  C.P.R. 
1710.45(b)  (1)  and  1720.125  Informing  the 
developer  of  information  obtained  by  the 
Office  of  Interstate  Land  Sales  Registra¬ 
tion  alleging  that  the  Statement  of  Rec¬ 
ord  and  Property  Report  for  The  Mush¬ 
room  Farm,  located  in  Monroe  County; 
Pennsylvania,  contain  untrue  stateipents 
of  material  fact  or  omit  to  state  mate¬ 
rial  facts  required  to  be  stated  therein 
or  necessary  to  make  the  statements 
therein  not  misleading. 

2.  The  Respondent  filed  an  Answer 
received  October  14,  1976,  in  response  to 
the  Notice  of  Proceedings  and  Oppor¬ 
tunity  for  Hearing. 

3.  In  said  Answer  the  Respondent  re^*^ 
quested  a  hearing  on  the  allegations  con¬ 
tained  in  the  Notice  of  Proceedings  and 
Opportimity  for  Hearing. 

4.  Therefore,  pursuant  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  15  U.S.C.  1706(d)  and  24  CPR 
1720.160(d),  it  is  hereby  ordered.  That 
a  public  hearing  for  the  purpose  of  taking 
evidence  on  the  questions  set  forth  In 
the  Notice  of  Proceedings  and  Opportu¬ 


nity  for  Hearing  will  be  held  before  Judge 
James  W.  Mast,  in  Room  7146,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  HUD,  451  71h  Street,  S.W., 
Washington,  D.C.,  on  January  27,  1977 
at  10:00  a.m. 

The  following  time  and  procedure  is 
applicable  to  such  hearing:  All  affidavits 
and  a  list  of  all  witnesses  are  requested 
to  be  filed  with  the  Hearing  Clerk,  HUD 
Building,  Room  10150,  Washington,  D.C., 
20410  on  or  before  January  4,  1977. 

6.  The  Respondent  is  hereby  notified 
that  failure  to  appear  at  the  above  sched¬ 
uled  hearing  shall  be  deemed  a  default 
and  the  proceedings  shall  be  determined 
against  Respondent,  the  allegations  of 
which  shall  be  deemed  to  be  true,  and  an 
order  Suspending  the  Statement  of 
Record,  herein  identified,  shall  be  issued 
pursuant  to  24  CFR  1710.45(b)  (1) . 

This  Notice  shall  be  served  upon  the 
Respondent  forthwith  purusant  to  24 
CFR  1720.440. 

Dated:  November  23, 1976. 

By  the  Secretary. 

James  W.  Mast, 
Administrative  Law  Judge. 

[PR  Doc.77-3359  Filed  2-2-77:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  N-77-701:  76-321-IS,  OILSR  No. 

0-0978-09-232  and  (A)  through  (C)  ] 

RIDGE  MANOR  ESTATES 
Notice  of  Hearing 

Pursuant  to  15  U.S.C,  1706(d)  and  24 
CFR  1720.160(d)  Notice  is  hereby  given 
that: 

1.  Ridge  Manor  Estates,  Units  3,  4,  5, 
and  6,  Gerald  Robins,  President  and 
Roland  International  Corporation,  au¬ 
thorized  agents  and  officers,  hereinafter 
referred  to  as  “Respondent”,  being  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  provisions  of  the  Interstate 
Land  Sales  P\ill  Disclosure  Act  (Pub. 
Law  90-448)  (15  U.S.C.  1710,  et  seq.) 
received  a  Notice  of  Proceedings  and  Op¬ 
portunity  for  Hearing  issued  October  26, 
1976,  which  was  sent  to  the  developer 
pmsuant  to  15  U.S.C.  1706(d),  24  C.F.R. 
1710.45(b)  (1)  and  1720.125  Informing  the 
developer  of  information  obtained  by  the 
Office  of  Interstate  Land  Sales  Registra¬ 
tion  alleging  that  the  Statement  of 
Record  and  Property  Report  for  Ridge 
Manor  Estates,  Unit  3,  4,  5,  and  6,  all 
^ated  In  Hernando  County,  Florida, 
contain  untrue  statements  of  material 
fact  or  omit  to  state  material  facts  re- 
qirued  to  be  stated  therein  or  necessary 
to  make  the  statements  therein  not  mis¬ 
leading. 

2.  The  Respondent  filed  an  Answer  re¬ 
ceived  November  22,  1976,  in  response  to 
the  Notice  of  Proceedings  and  Opportun¬ 
ity  for  Hearing. 

3.  In  said  Answer  the  Respondent  re¬ 
quested  a  hearing  on  the  allegations  con¬ 
tained  in  the  Notice  of  Proceedings  and 
Opportunity  for  Hearing. 

4.  Therefore,  pursuant  to  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  15  U.S.C.  1706(d)  and  24  CFR 
1720.160(d),  if  is  hereby  ordered.  That 
a  public  hearing  for  Uie  purpose  of  tak¬ 
ing  evidence  on  the  questions  set  forth 
in  the  Notice  of  Proceedings  and  Oppor- 


timity  for  Hearing  will  be  held  before 
Judge  James  W.  Mast,  in  Room  7146, 
Department  of  HUD,  451  7th  Street,  SW.. 
Washington,  D.C.,  on  February  18,  1977 
at  10.00  a.m. 

The  following  time  and  procedure  is 
applicable  to  such  hearing :  All  affidavits 
and  a  list  of  all  witnesses  are  requested 
to  be  filed  with  the  Hearing  Clerk,  HUD 
Building,  Room  10150,  Washington,  D.C., 
20410  on  or  before  January  28,  1977. 

6.  The  Respondent  is  hereby  notified 
that  failure  to  appear  at  the  above  sched¬ 
uled  hearing  shall  be  deemed  a  default 
and  the  proceedings  shall  be  determined 
against  Respondent,  the  allegations  of 
which  shall  be  deemed  to  be  true,  and 
an  Order  Suspending  the  Statement  of 
Record,  herein  Identified,  shall  be  issued 
piu-suant  to  24  CFR  1710.45(b)  (1). 

This  Notice  shall  be  served  upon  the 
Respondent  forthwith  pursuant  to  24 
CFR  1720.440. 

Dated:  December  6, 1976. 

By  the  Secretarj’. 

James  W.  Mast, 
Administrative  Law  Judge. 

[PR  Doc .77-3360  PUed  2-2-77:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  N-77-702;  76-322-IS,  OILSR 
No.  0-0117-09-37] 

RIDGE  MANOR  ESTATES 
Notice  of  Hearing 

Pursuant  to  15  U.S.C.  1706(d)  and  24 
CFR  1720.160(d)  Notice  is  hereby  given 
that: 

1.  Ridge  Manor  Estates,  Unit  2,  Patri¬ 
cia  Sacks,  President  and  Ridge  Manor 
Estates,  Inc.,  authorized  agents  and  of¬ 
ficers,  hereinafter  referred  to  as  “Res- 
PKindent”,  being  subject  to  the  provisiohs 
of  the  Interstate  Land  Sales  Full  Dis¬ 
closure  Act  (Pub.  L.  90-448)  (15  U.S.C. 
1710,  et  seq.,  received  a  Notice  of  Pro¬ 
ceedings  and  Opportunity  for  Hearing 
issued  October  26,  1976,  which  was  sent 
to  the  developer  pursuant  to  15  U.S.C. 
1706(d),  24  CPR  1710.45(b)(1)  and 
1720.125  informing  the  developer  of  in¬ 
formation  obtained  by  the  Office  of  In¬ 
terstate  Land  Sales  Registration  aU^dng 
that  the  Statement  of  Record  and  Proi>- 
erty  Report  for  Ridge  Manor  Estates, 
Inc.,  located  in  Hernando  County,  Flori¬ 
da,  ccHitain  untrue  statements  of  mate¬ 
rial  fact  or  omit  to  state  material  facts 
required  to  be  stated  therein  or  neces¬ 
sary  to  make  the  statements  therein  not 
misleading. 

2.  The  Respondent  filed  an  Answer  re¬ 
ceived  November  17,  1976,  in  response  to 
the  Notice  of  Proceedings  and  Opportun¬ 
ity  for  Hearing. 

3.  In  said  Answer  the  Respondent  re¬ 
quested  a  hearing  on  the  allegations  con¬ 
tained  in  the  Notice  of  Proceedings  and 
Opportimity  for  Hearing. 

4.  Therefore,  pursuant  to  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  15  U.S.C.  1706(d)  and  24  CFR 
1720.160(d),  It  is  hereby  ordered.  That  a 
public  hearing  for  the  purpose  of  taking 
evidence  on  the  questions  s^  forth  in  the 
Notice  of  ProceMings  and  Opportunity 
for  Hearing  will  be  held  before  Judge 
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James  W.  Mast,  in  Room  7146,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  HUD,  451  7th  Street,  S.W.. 
Washington.  D.C..  on  February  18.  1977 
at  2:00  p.m. 

The  following  time  and  procedure  is 
applicable  to  such  hearing:  All  affidavits 
and  a  list  of  all  witnesses  are  requested 
to  be  filed  with  the  Hearing  Clerk,  HUD 
Building,  Room  10150,  Washington,  D.C., 
20410  on  or  before  January  26.  1977. 

6.  The  Respondent  is  hereby  notified 
that  failure  to  appear  at  the  above  sched¬ 
uled  hearing  shall  be  deemed  a  default 
and  the  proceedings  shall  be  determined 
against  Respondent,  the  allegations  of 
which  shall  be  deemed  to  be  true,  andean 
Order  Suspending  the  Statement  of  Rec¬ 
ord,  herein  identified,  shall  be  issued  pur¬ 
suant  to  24  CPR  1710.45(b)(1). 

This  Notice  shall  be  served  upon  the 
Respondent  forthwith  pursuant  to  24 
CPR  1720.440. 

Dated:  December  6,  1976. 

By  the  Secretary. 

James  W.  Mast, 
Administrative  Law  Judge. 

[FR  Doc.77-3361  PUed  2-2-77;8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

CALIFORNIA  DESERT  CONSERVATION 
AREA  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE 

Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  in  accordance 
with  Public  Laws  92-463  and  94-579 
that  the  California  Desert  Conservation 
Area  Advisory  Committee  to  the  Bureau 
of  Land  Management,  U.S.  Department 
of  the  Interior,  will  hold  its  initial  meet¬ 
ing  in  San  Bernardino,  California, 
March  7-8,  1977.  The  purpose  of  the 
meeting  is  to  organize  the  committee, 
elect  officers  and  to  brief  members  on 
acUMi  to  date  <»i  development  of  the 
comprehensive  long-range  plan  for  man¬ 
agement,  use.  develoixnent  and  protec¬ 
tion  of  national  resource  lands  of  the 
California  Desert  and  the  interim  man¬ 
agement  program  of  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Management.  Other  subjects  to  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  committee  and  work 
groups  will  be  the  planning  {qiproach, 
priorities  and  design  of  the  public  in¬ 
volvement  program  for  the  desert  plan. 

The  meetings  will  be  held  in  the  Cali¬ 
fornia  Ro(»n  of  the  San  Bernardino  Cmi- 
ventlon  Center,  303  North  “E”  Street, 
San  Bernardino,  California  92418.  The 
meetings  will  be  oiien  to  the  public  and 
there  will  be  time  available  for  brief 
statements  by  members  of  the  public. 
Persons  who  wish  to  make  an  oral  state¬ 
ment  should  inform  the  cmnmittee  prior 
to  the  meeting.  Any  interested  person 
may  file  a  written  statem^t  with  the 
committee  for  its  consideration.  The 
(xmimittee  is  newly  appointed  and  has 
not  elected  officers,  so  writtoi  state¬ 
ments  and  requests  for  time  to  make 
oral  statemoits  should  be  submitted  to 
the  State  DirecUx-  (C-912),  Bureau  of 


Land  Management,  2800  Cottage  Way, 
Sacramento,  CA  95825. 

Ed.  Hastet, 
State  Director. 
[FR  Doc.77-3313  Piled  2-2-77:8:45  am) 


OREGON 

Order  Providing  for  Opening  of  Public 
Lands 

January  26,  1977. 

1.  In  an  exchange  of  lands  made 
under  the  provisions  of  section  8  of  the 
Act  of  June  28,  1934,  48  Stat.  1269,  1272, 
as  amended  and  supplemented,  43  U.S.C. 
315g  (1964),  the  following  lands  have 
been  reccmveyed  to  the  United  States: 

Willamette  Meridian 
T  24  S..  R.  29  E., 

Sec.  7,  lots  1.  2,  3.  and  4,  E>4,  and 
EViW»^; 

Sec.  19,  lots  1,  2,  3,  and  4,  EVi.  and 

Sec.  25; 

Sec.  27; 

Sec.  35. 

T.  24  S..  R.  30  E.. 

Sec.  29; 

Sec.  31,  lots  1,  2,  3.  and  4,  E‘^,  and 

The  areas  described  aggregate  4,480.38 
acres  in  Harney  County. 

2.  The  subject  lands  are  located  ap¬ 
proximately  12  miles  southwest  of  the 
City  of  Bums.  Elevation  averages  4,500 
feet  above  sea  level,  and  the  topograi^iy 
is  characterized  by_  broad  drainage  sepa¬ 
rated  by  rock  ridg^.  Vegetation  consists 
primarily  of  sagebrush,  native  grasses, 
and  juniper.  In  the  past,  the  lands  have 
been  used  for  livestock  grazing  purposes, 
and  they  will  be  managed,  together  with 
adjoining  national  resource  lands,  for 
multiple  use. 

3.  Subject  to  valid  existing  rights,  the 
provisions  of  existing  withdrawals,  and 
the  requirements  of  applicable  law,  the 
lands  described  in  paragraph  1  hereof 
are  hereby  open  to  operation  of  the  pub¬ 
lic  land  laws,  including  the  mining  laws 
(Ch.  2,  Title  30  U.S.C.)  and  the  mineral 
leasing  laws.  All  valid  applications  re¬ 
ceived  at  or  prior  to  10:00  a.m.  March  3, 
1977,  shall  be  considered  as  simultane¬ 
ously  filed  at  that  time.  Ihose  received 
thereafter  shall  be  considered  in  the 
order  of  filing. 

4.  Inquiries  concerning  the  lands 
should  be  addressed  to  the  Chief,  Branch 
of  Lands  and  Minerals  Operaticms,  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Land  Management,  P.O.  Box 
2965,  Portland,  Oregon  97208. 

Harold  A.  Beremds, 

Chief,  Branch  of 
Lands  and  MineraXs  Operations. 

(FR  Doc.77-3314  PUed  2-2-77:8:45  am] 


[<»t  8843  Wash  ] 

WASHINGTON 

Order  Providing  for  Opening  of  Public  Land 
January  26, 1977. 

1.  In  an  exchange  of  lands  made  tmder 
the  provlslODs  of  section  8  of  the  Act  of 


June  28,  1934,  48  Stat.  1269,  1272,  as 
amoided  and  sui^lemented,  43  UB.C. 
315g  (1964),  the  f<^wlng  land  has  been 
reconveyed  to  the  United  States : 

Willamette  Meridian 
T.  10  N.,  R.  31  E., 

Sec.  1,  lots  1,  2,  3,  and  4,  Sl,iN»2.  and 

The  area  described  contains  479.14 
acres  in  Franklin  County. 

2.  The  subject  land  is  located  in  the 
Juniper  Forest  area  approximately  12 
miles  northeast  of  the  City  of  Pasco.  Ele¬ 
vation  varies  from  800  to  850  feet  above 
sea  level,  and  the  topography  is  generally 
rolling  and  undulating.  Vegetation  con¬ 
sists  primarily  of  native  brush  and 
grasses  with  some  western  Juniper.  In 
the  past,  the  land  has  been  used  for  live¬ 
stock  grazing  purposes.  The  land  also  has 
outdoor  recreational  values,  and  it  will 
be  managed,  together  with  adjoining  na¬ 
tional  resource  lands,  for  multiple  use. 

3.  Subject  to  valid  existing  rights,  the 
provisions  of  existing  withdrawals,  and 
the  requirements  of  applicable  law,  the 
land  described  in  paragraph  1  hereof  is 
hereby  open  to  operation  of  the  public 
land  laws.  Including  the  mining  laws  (Ch. 
2,  Title  30  U.S.C.)  and  the  mineral  leas¬ 
ing  laws.  All  valid  applications  received 
at  or  prior  to  10:00  a.m.  March  3,  1977, 
shall  be  considered  as  simultaneously 
filed  at  that  time.  Those  received  there¬ 
after  shall  be  considered  in  the  order  of 
filing. 

4.  Inquiries  concerning  the  land  should 
be  addressed  to  the  CThlef,  Brsuich  of 
Lands  and  Minerals  Operations,  Bureau 
of  Land  Management,  P.O.  Box  2965. 
Portland.  Oregon  97208. 

Harold  A.  Berends, 

Chief,  Branch  of 
Lands  and  Minerals. 
jPR  Doc.77-3315  PUed  2-2-77;8:45  am] 


I  Wyoming  57960] 

WYOMING 

Application 

January  25,  1977. 

Notice'  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant  to 
Section  28  of  the  Mineral  Leasing  Act 
of  1920,  as  amended  (30  UH.C.  185), 
Cities  Service  Gas  Cixnpany  of  Oklahoma 
City,  Oklahoma,  filed  an  application  for  a 
right-of-way  to  construct  a  6  inch  pipe¬ 
line  for  the  purpose  of  transporting  nat¬ 
ural  gas  across  the  following  described 
National  Resource  Lands: 

Sixth  Principal  Meridian,  Wyoming 

T.  20  N.,  R.  101  W, 

Sec.  4,  SV4SW1/2. 

The  pipeline  will  transport  natural  gas 
from  a  point  in  sec.  5,  T.  20  N.,  R.  101  W. 
to  a  point  of  connectiCHi  with  Colorado 
Interstate  Gas  Company’s  existing  pipe¬ 
line  in  sec.  9,  T.  20  N.,  R.  101  W.,  Sweet¬ 
water  County,  Wyoming. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  inform 
tile  public  that  the  Bureau  will  be  pro¬ 
ceeding  with  cmislderatlon  of  whether 
the  application  should  be  approved  and, 
if  so,  under  what  terms  and  cmidltioDs. 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  express 
their  views  should  do  so  promptly.  Per- 
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sons  submitting  comments  should  include 
their  name  and  address  and  s^d  them 
to  the  District  Manager,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management.  Highway  187  North,  P.O. 
Box  1869,  Bock  Springs,  Wyoming  82901. 

Harold  O.  Stinchcobcb, 

Chief.  Branch  of 
Lands  and  Minerals  Operations. 

[FR  Doc.77-3317  Piled  2-3-77:8:45  am] 

[Wyoming  57959] 

WYOMING 

Application 

January  25,  1977. 

Notice  if  hereby  given  that  pursuant  to 
Section  28  of  the  Mineral  Leasing  Act 
of  1920,  as  amended  (30  U.S.C.  185),  Cit¬ 
ies  Seridce  Gas  Company  of  Oklahoma 
City,  Oklahoma,  filed  an  application  for  a 
right-of-way  to  construct  a  4  inch  pipe¬ 
line  for  the  purpose  of  transporting  nat¬ 
ural  gas  across  the  following  described 
National  Resource  Lands: 

Sixth  Principal  Meridian,  Wyoming 

T,  18  N..  R.  94  W.. 

Sec.  6,  lots  10  and  11 

The  pipeline  will  transport  natural  gas 
from  a  point  in  sec.  1,  T.  18  N.,  R.  95  W., 
to  a  point  of  connection  with  Colorado 
Interstate  Gas  Company’s  existing  pipe¬ 
line  in  sec.  6,  T.  18  N.,  R.  94  W.,  Sweet¬ 
water  County,  Wyoming. 

Hie  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  inform 
the  public  that  the  Bureau  will  be  pro¬ 
ceeding  with  consideration  of  whether 
the  application  should  be  approved  and, 
If  so,  under  what  terms  and  conditions. 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  express 
their  views  should  do  so  promptly.  Per¬ 
sons  submitting  comments  should  include 
their  name  and  address  and  send  them 
to  the  District  Manager,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  1300  Third  Street,  P.O. 
Box  670,  Rawlins,  Wyoming  82301. 

Harold  G.  Stinchcomb, 

Chief,  Branch  of 
Lands  and  Minerals  Operations. 

[FB  Doc.77-3316  Filed  2-2-77:8:45  am] 


[Wyoming  58051] 

WYOMING 

Application 

January  27,  1977. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  Section  28  of  the  Mineral  Leasing  Act 
of  1920,  as  amended  (30  U.S.C.  185), 
Northwest  Pijiellne  Corporation  of  Salt 
Lake  City,  Utah,  filed  an  application  for 
a  right-of-way  to  construct  two  4^  inch 
pipelines  fm*  the  purpose  of  transporting 
natural  gas  across  the  following  de¬ 
scribed  National  Resource  Lands: 


Sixth  Principal  Misidian,  Wyoming 
T.  28  N.,  B.  113  W., 

Sec.  34,  NW%SE«4. 

T.  30  N..  B.  113  W., 

Sec.  33,  NE»4NEV4; 

Sec.  34,  NW»4NW]4. 

The  pipelines  will  transport  natural 
gas  from  a  point  in  sec.  34,  T.  28  N.,  R. 
113  W.,  into  an  existing  gathering  line  in 
sec.  34,  T,  28  N.,  R.  113  W.,  and  from  a 
point  in  sec.  33,  T.  30  N..  R.  113  W.,  into 
an  existing  gathering  line  in  sec.  34,  T. 
30  N..  R.  113  W..  Sublette  County,  Wyo¬ 
ming. 

The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  inform 
the  public  that  the  Bureau  will  be  pro¬ 
ceeding  with  consideration  of  whether 
the  application  should  be  approved  and, 
if  so,  under  what  terms  and  conditions. 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  express 
their  views  should  do  so  promptly.  Per¬ 
sons  submitting  comments  should  in¬ 
clude  their  name  and  address  and  send 
them  to  the  District  Manager,  Bureau  of 
Land  Manag«nent,  Highway  187  North, 


2.  Copies  of  these  diagrams  are  for 
sale  at  two  dollars  ($2.00)  per  sheet  by 
the  Manager,  New  York  Outer  Conti¬ 
nental  Shelf  Office,  6  World  Trade  Cen¬ 
ter,  Room  600D,  New  York,  N.Y.  10048, 
Checks  or  money  orders  should  be  made 
payable  to  the  Bureau  of  Land  Manage¬ 
ment. 

Judith  B.  Gresham, 

Acting  Manager.  New  York. 

Outer  Continental  Shelf  Office. 

[PB  Doc.77-3321  PUed  2-2-77:8:45  am] 


OUTER  CONTINENTAL  SHELF  OFFICE 
Availability  of  Official  Protraction  Diagrams 
Correction 

In  PR  Doc.  77-2309,  appearing  at  page 
4906  in  the  Issue  for  Wednesday,  Janu¬ 
ary  26, 1977,  the  following  change  should 
be  made: 

The  nineteenth  from  bottom  line  of  the 
first  column  of  the  table  on  page  4906 
now  reading  “Louisiana  Map  No.  SA”, 
should  read,  “Louisiana  Map  No.  SA”. 


National  Park  Service 

MID-ATLANTIC  REGIONAL  ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE 

Notice  of  Meeting 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  in  accordance 
with  the  Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act 


P.O.  Box  1869,  Rock  Springs,  Wyoming 
83901. 

Harold  G.  Stinchcomb, 

Chief,  Branch  of  Lands  and 
Minerals  Operations. 
[PR  Doc.77-3319  PUed  2-2-77:8:45  am] 


OUTER  CONTINENTAL  SHELF  OFFICIAL 
PROTRACTION  DIAGRAMS 

Notice  of  Approval 

1.  Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  effec¬ 
tive  with  this  publication,  the  following 
CX?S  Official  Protraction  Diagrams  (re¬ 
vised)  approved  on  the  date  Indicated, 
arer  available,  for  information  only,  in 
the  New  York  Outer  Continental  Shelf 
Office,  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
New  York,  N.Y.  10048.  In  accordance 
with  Title  43.  Code  of  Federal  Regula¬ 
tions,  the  protraction  diagrams  are  the 
basic  record  for  the  description  of  min¬ 
eral  and  oU  and  gas  lease  offers  in  the 
geographic  areas  they  represent. 


that  a  combined  public  meeting  and  field 
trip  of  the  Mid-Atlantic  Regional  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee  will  be  held  on  Febru¬ 
ary  23,  24, 1977  at  CTolonial  National  His¬ 
torical  Park,  Yorktown,  Virginia.  The 
public  meetings  will  be  held  at  the  Park 
Headquarters,  Yorktown  Visitor  Center 
at  8:30  am.  to  12:00  Noon,  February  23, 
and  1:00  pm.  to  4:00  pm.,  February  24. 
The  field  trip  through  Yorktown  will 
begin  at  Park  Headquarters,  1:00  pm., 
February  23  and  through  Jamestown  at 
8:30  am.,  February  24. 

The  Committee  was  established  pursu¬ 
ant  to  Public  Law  91-383  to  provide  for 
the  free  exchange  of  ideas  between  the 
National  Park  Service  sind  the  public  and 
to  facilitate  the  solicitation  of  advice  or 
other  counsel  from  members  of  the  pub¬ 
lic  on  programs  and  problems  pertinent 
to  the  Mid-Atlantic  Region  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Park  Service. 

The  members  of  the  Committee  are  as 
follows: 

Mr.  Hyman  J.  Cohen  (Chairman) 

Mrs.  Dorothy  W.  Haas  (Secretary) 

Mrs.  Beverly  B.  Muty 
Dr.  M.  Oraham  Netting 
Mr.  Meade  Palmer 
Mr.  Henry  G.  Parks,  Jr. 

Mr.  John  O.  Slmonds 
■  Mrs.  St.  Clair  Wright 

Hie  matters  to  be  discussed  at  thM 
meeting  include: 


Outer  Continental  Shelf  Official  Protraction  Diagrams 


Original  description 


Revised  description 


Approval 
Gate 


NJ  18-11  Eastville  South _ _ _ Virginia  Beech _ Dee.  6,  1978 

NJ  18-9  None _ _ Baltimore  Rise _  Do. 

NJ  18-8  Eastville  North _ _ Chincoteague _ Dee.  2,  1978 

NJ  19-1  None _ _ Block  Canyon _  Do. 

NJ  19-10  _ do _ _ Block  Island  Shell _  Do. 
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1.  The  new  requirements  of  the  Gen¬ 
eral  Authorities  Act,  such  as  law  enforce¬ 
ment.  new  areas  monitoring  of  land¬ 
marks,  disposal  of  park  resources. 

2.  Discussion  of  and  comments  on 
Colonial  Naticoial  Historical  Park  and 
Management  as  seen  on  the  field  trip. 

Persons  wishing  further  information 
concerning  this  meeting,  or  who  wish  to 
submit  written  statements,  may  contact 
George  A.  Palmer,  Special  Assistant  to 
the  Regional  Director,  Mid-Atlantic 
Regional  Office,  at  Area  Code  215-597- 
7015.  Minutes  of  the  meeting  will  be 
available  for  public  inspection  four  weeks 
after  the  meeting  at  the  office  of  the  Mid- 
Atlantic  Region,  143  South  Third  Street. 
Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania,  19106. 

Dated;  January  25,  1977. 

Benjamin  J.  Zerbey, 

Acting  Regional  Director,  Mid- 
Atlantic  Region  National  Park 
Service. 

[PR  Doc.77-3416  Piled  a-2-77;8:45  ami 

LEGAL  SERVICES  CORPORATION 
PANHANDLE  LEGAL  SERVICES  ET  AL. 
Notice  of  Grants  and  Contracts  - 
January  27, 1977. 

nie  Legal  Services  Corporation  was 
established  pursuant  to  the  Legal  Serv¬ 
ices  Corporation  Act  of  1974,  Pub.  L. 
93-355,  88  Stat.  378,  42  n.S.C.  2996- 
2996Z.  Section  1007(f)  provides:  “At 
least  thirty  days  prior  to  the  approval 
of  any  grant  application  or  prior  to  en¬ 
tering  into  a  contract  or  prior  to  the 
initiation  of  any  other  project,  the  Cor¬ 
poration  shall  announce  publicly,  and 
shall  notify  the  <3ovemor  and  the  State 
Bar  Association  of  any  State  where  legal 
assistance  will  thereby  be  Initiated,  of 
such  grant,  contract,  or  project  •  •  * 
The  Legal  Services  Corporation  here¬ 
by  announces  publicly  that  it  is  consid¬ 
ering  the  grant  applicaticms  submitted 
by: 

1.  Panhandle  Legal  Services  to  serve  coun¬ 
ties  of  BOX  Butte,  Dawes,  Sheridan  and  Sioux, 
Nebraska. 

a.  Legal  Aid  and  Defender  Society  of 
Greater  Kansas  City  to  serve  the  counties  of 
Buchanan,  Ray,  Cass,  Lafayette,  Henry, 
Bates,  Missouri. 

3.  Legal  Aid  Service  of  Northeastern  Min¬ 
nesota  to  serve  the  counties  of  St.  Louis, 
Lake  and  Cook,  Minnesota. 

4.  Legal  Assistance  of  Ramsey  County  to 
serve  the  counties  of  Blue  Earth,  Nicolet, 
Brown,  Martin,  Paribault  and  Watonwan, 
Minnesota. 

5.  Legal  Aid  Society  of  Minneapolis  to  serve 
the  counties  of  Benton  and  Sherburne,  Min¬ 
nesota. 

Interested  persons  are  hereby  invited 
to  submit  written  comments  or  recom¬ 
mendations  concerning  the  above  appli¬ 
cations  to  the  Regional  Office  of  the  Legal 
Services  at: 

Chicago  Regional  Office,  310  South  Michigan 
Avenue,  24th  Floor,  Chicago,  Illinois  60604. 

Thomas  EIhrlich, 

President. 

IPR  Doc.77-3348  Plied  2-2-77:8i46  am) 


NATIONAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
SYSTEM 

IMPLEMENTATION  OF  DATA  ENCRYPTION 
STANDARD  FIPS  PUB  46  IN  GOVERN¬ 
MENT  TELECOMMUNICATION  APPU- 
CATIONS 

Development  of  Federal  Standard(s) 

The  Administrator  of  the  General 
Services  Administration  (GSA)  is  re¬ 
sponsible,  under  the  provisions  of  the 
Federal  Property  and  Administrative  Act 
of  1949,  as  amended,  for  the  Federal 
Standardization  Program.  On  14  August 
1972,  the  National  Communications  Sys¬ 
tem  (NCS)  *  was  designated,  by  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator,  GSA,  as  the  responsible 
agent  for  the  development  of  Federal 
Standards  for  NC?S  interoperability  and 
the  computer-communication  interface. 
TheTederal  Telecommunication  Stand¬ 
ards  Committee  (FTSC)  was  established 
under  the  administration  of  NCS  to  ac¬ 
complish  this  mission. 

On  14  December  1976,  the  FTSC  estab¬ 
lished  a  technical  subcommittee  to  de¬ 
velop  the  supplementary  technical 
standards  required  to  make  the  data  en¬ 
cryption  standard  described  by  FIPS 
PUB  46  implementable  (1)  as  a  stand¬ 
alone  device  inserted  between  the  data 
terminal  equipment  and  the  modem  in  a 
data  communication  network,  and  (2) 
as  an  integral  imbedded  part  of  the  data 
terminal  equipment.  Prime  considera¬ 
tions  in  the  development  of  both  of  these 
standards  are  the  preservation  of  on-line 
operational  compatibility  between  these 
encryption  devices  and  their  transpar¬ 
ency  to  commimication  protocols  em¬ 
ployed  in  present  and  future  data  com¬ 
munication  systems  of  the  Federal  Gov¬ 
ernment.  The  pmpose  of  this  notice  is  to 
solicit  the  views  of  all  parties,  public  and 
private,  on  this  imdertakhig.  Interested 
parties  are  urged  to  submit  their  com¬ 
ments  to  Mr.  Frank  M.  McClelland,  Of¬ 
fice  of  the  Manager,  National  Communi¬ 
cations  Syston,  Washington,  D.C.  20305. 

Maurice  W.  Roche, 
Director,  Correspondence  and 
Directives  OASD  {Comptrol¬ 
ler). 

January  31,  1977. 

[FTR  Doc.77-3438  PUed  2-2-77;8:45  am] 

NATIONAL  SCIENCE  FOUNDATION 

ADVISORY  PANEL  FOR  ENGINEERING 
CHEMISTRY  AND  ENERGETICS 

Amendment  to  Meeting  Notice 

On  January  28, 1977,  the  National  Sci¬ 
ence  Foundation  announced  a  meeting  of 
the  Advisory  Panel  for  Engineering 
CThemistry  and  Ekiergetics  to  be  held  on 
February  14  and  15,  1977. 

Please  make  the  following  amend¬ 
ments  to  that  notice: 

Dates  and  times:  February  13,  3  pm.  to  6 

pm.;  February  14,  •  am.  to  6  pm.;  Feb¬ 
ruary  15,  9  am.  to  13  noon. 


^  DOD  Directive  6100.41  Arrangements 
for  Discharge  of  Executive  Agent  Responsi¬ 
bilities  for  the  NCS" — filed  as  part  at  orig¬ 
inal  document. 


T3q)e  of  meeting:  Open — February  14,  9  a  m 
to  1  p.m.,  and  February  16,  9  a.m.  to  1 
pm.  Closed — February  13,  3  p.m.  to  6  p.m., 
and  February  14,  1  pm  to  6  pm. 

Contact  person:  Dr.  Marshall  M.  Llh,  Head. 
Engineering  Chemistry  and  Energetics  Sec¬ 
tion. 

Agenda:  Delete  closed  session  on  February 
15  from  1  pm.  to  6  p.m.  That  session  Is  be¬ 
ing  held  on  February  13  from  3  p.m.  to  6 
p.m. 

M.  Rebecca  Winkler, 
Acting  Committee 
Management  Officer. 

J.tNUARY  31,  1977. 

[FR  Doo.77-3349  FUed  2-2-77;8:45  am] 


SCIENCE  APPLICATIONS  TASK  FORCE 
Open  Meeting 

In  accordance  with  the  Federal  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee  Act,  Public  Law 
92-463,  the  National  Science  Foundation 
announces  the  following  meeting: 

Name:  Science  Applications  Task  Force. 

Date:  February  21-22,  1977. 

Time:  February  31,  9  a.m.  to  5  p.m.;  Febru¬ 
ary  22, 9  a.m.  to  4  pm 

Place:  Room  640,  180  O  Street,  N.W.,  Wash¬ 
ington.  20650. 

Type  of  meeting:  Open. 

Contact  person:  Gilbert  B.  Devey,  Executive 
Secretary,  Science  Applications  Task  Force. 
1730  K  Street.  N.W..  Washington,  DC 
Telephone  202-634-6608. 

Persons  interested  in  attending  the  meet¬ 
ing  should  Inform  the  Executive  Secretary 
before  5  p.m.  on  FebrutH7  14,  1977. 

Sununary  minutes:  May  be  Obtained  from 
the  Committee  Management  Oomrdination 
Staff,  Division  of  Personnel  and  Manage¬ 
ment,  Room  248,  National  Science  Foun¬ 
dation,  Washington,  DC  20660. 

Purpose  of  advisory  group:  The  purpose  of 
tlons  is  to  provide  advice  and  assessments 
and  make  recommendations  to  the  N8F 
Director  on  science  apiUicatlons  programs 
and  related  organization  and  mangement 
Issues. 

Agenda 

EEBRUABT  21,  1977 

9  to  noon:  General  Discussion  of  Objectives 
of  Task  Force.  Dlscuselon  led  by:  Dr.  John 
R.  Whlnnery,  Task  Force  Chairperson. 
Noon  to  1 : 30  pm.:  Lunch. 

1:30  to  3:30  p.m.: 

Case  Studies  of  Science  Applications 
Projects.  Moderated  by  Mr.  GUbert  B 
Devey,  Executive  Secretary. 

Science  Applications  in  Other  Countries. 
Dr.  Aaron  L.  Segal,  Division  of  Interna¬ 
tional  Programs. 

Optical  Commimloatlons,  Mr.  Ellas 
Schutzman,  Divlaicm  of  Engineering. 
Earthquake  Engineering,  Dr.  Charles  C. 
Thiel,  Jr.,  Division  of  Advanced  Envi¬ 
ronmental  Research  and  Technology. 
Pest  Control,  Dr.  J<An  L.  Brooks,  Division 
ct  Environmental  Bl<dogy. 

Industrial  Automation,  Dr.  Bernard  Chem, 
Dr.  Bernard  Chern.  Division  of  Advanced 
Productivity  Research  and  Devetopment. 
3:30  to  4  pm.:  Leglslathm  History:  Applied 
Research  aiKl  NSF  (1068  Amendment  to 
the  NSF  Act),  Mr.  Martin  Lefcowtta,  Of¬ 
fice  of  the  General  CouncO. 

4  to  6  pm.:  General  DIscueslon  led  by  Db. 
-  John  R.  Whlnnery. 
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fEBBUABT  23,  ItTT 

S  ajn.  to  noon:  Oenenl  Diacuasion  of  RANH 
Program  Objectives  and  Project  Manage* 
ment  (project  selection  criteria;  comdlna- 
tlon  mechanisms;  program/project  trans* 
fer  criteria;  utUlzatlcm  plans).  Dr.  Alfred 
J.  Eggera,  Jr..  Assistant  Director  for  Be- 
search  Aj^llcatlmis,  and  RAMN  staff  menv- 
bers  will  participate. 

Noon  to  1:30  pjn.:  Lnnch. 

1:30  to  4  pjn.:  Critique  of  Dlscusslona  and 
Assignment  Tasks.  Dr.  John  B.  Whin* 
nery. 

4  p.m.:  Adjourn. 

M.  Rebecca  Winklek. 

Actino  Committee 

Management  Officer. 

January  31.  1977. 

[FR  Doc.Tr-3S60  Piled  2-»-77;8:45  am] 

PROJECT  DIRECTORS’  MEEHNG 
Student  Science  Training  Program 

A  project  directors’  meeting  will  be 
held  frcHn  9  ajn.  to  5  pjn.  on  Fd^ruary 
25.  1977  and  from  9  ajn.  to  no(m  on  Pd>- 
ruary  26.  1977  at  the  Sheraton  Park 
Hotel,  2660  Woodley  Road  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington.  D.C. 

The  purpose  of  this  meeting  Is  to  give 
project  dilators  of  the  Student  Science 
'Training  Program  an  opportunity  to  be¬ 
come  better  Informed  regarding  appro¬ 
priate  methods  for  conducting  Internal 
project  evaluation  and  to  allow  the  pro¬ 
gram  staff  to  set  Into  motion  mechanisms 
for  monitoring  of  projects. 

While  these  project  directors’  meetings 
are  not  considered  to  be  a  meeting  of  an 
“advisory  ctmunlttee"  as  that  term  Is  de¬ 
fined  In  Section  3  of  the  Federal  Advisory 
Committee  Act  (Pli.  91-463)  the  con¬ 
ferences  are  believed  to  be  of  sufficient 
importance  and  Interest  to  the  general 
public  to  be  announced  In  the  Federal 
Register  as  meetings  open  for  public 
attendance  and  participation. 

The  meeting  will  be  chaired  by  Dr. 
Max  Ward.  Because  of  space  limitation, 
members  of  the  public  who  wish  to  at¬ 
tend  should  caU  (202-282-7150)  regard¬ 
ing  attendance  at  any  of  these  meetings. 

Allen  M.  Shinn.  Jr.. 

Deputy  Assistant  Director 
for  Science  Education. 

January  31.  1977. 

[FB  Doe.77-3351  FUed  3-^77:8:46  am] 

NUCLEAR  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  ON  REACTOR 
SAFEGUARDS,  SUBCOMMITTEE  ON  THE 
SUN  DESERT  NUCLEAR  POWER  PLANT, 
UNITS  1  AND  2 

Meeting 

In  accordance  with  the  purposes  Of 
Sections  29  and  182b.  of  the  At(^c  En¬ 
ergy  Act  (42  nJ3.C.  2039.  2232b.).  the 
A(7RS  Subcommittee  on  the  Sundesert 
Nuclear  Power  Plant,  Units  1  and  2,  will 
hold  a  meeting  on  February  18.  1977  at 
the  Blythe  City  Han.  220  Ninth  luring 
Street.  Blythe,  CA  9222S.  The  purpose  of 


this  meeting  is  to  review  the  application 
of  the  San  Diego  Gas  and  Electric  Com¬ 
pany  for  an  early  site  review  and  ap¬ 
proval 

The  agenda  for  subject  meeting  shall 
be  as  follows: 

Friday,  February  IS,  1977;  12:30  p.m. — 1:00 
p.m.  (Open)  The  Subcommittee,  with  any  of 
Ita  consultants  who  may  be  present,  trill 
meet  In  Executive  Session  to  explore  their 
preliminary  <q;>inlons.  based  "upon  their  in- 
dq>endent  review  of  safety  reports,  regarding 
matters  which  should  be  considered  in  order 
to  formulate  a  report  and  recommendationa 
to  the  full  Oommlttee. 

l.-OO  p.m.  until  the  conclusion  of  business 
(Open)  The  Subcommittee  will  hear  presen¬ 
tations  by  representatives  of  the  NRG  Staff, 
the  San  Diego  Oas  and  Electric  Company, 
and  their  consultants,  and  wfll  h<dd  dlscoa- 
slons  with  these  groups  pertinent  to  this  re¬ 
view. 

At  the  concluskm  of  this  session,  the 
Subcommittee  may  caucus  to  determine 
whether  the  matters  identlfled  in  the 
initial  session  have  been  adequately  cov¬ 
ered  and  whether  the  project  is  ready  for 
review  by  the  fun  Committee.  Upon  con- 
cluslcm  of  his  caucus,  the  Subcommittee 
win  announce  Its  determlnatlcxL 
It  may  be  necessary  for  the  Subcom¬ 
mittee  to  hold  one  or  more  closed  ses¬ 
sions  for  the  purpose  of  exploring  with 
the  NRC  Staff  and  Applicant  matters  In¬ 
volving  proprietary  InformatlcEi.  pcu'tlc- 
ularly  with  regard  to  specific  features  of 
idant  design  and  plans  related  to  plant 
security. 

I  have  determined.  In  accordance 
with  Subsectkm  10(d)  of  Public  Law 
92-463,  that  It  Is  necessary  to  ccmduct 
the  above  closed  sesslims  to  iHPtect  con¬ 
fidential  proprietary  Information  (S 
UH.C.  552(b)(4)). 

Practical  conslderatioDs  may  dictate 
alteratlcms  in  the  above  agenda  or 
schedule.  Hin  Chairman  of  the  Sub¬ 
committee  Is  empowered  to  conduct  (he 
meeting  In  a  manner  that.  In  hls  Judg¬ 
ment,  will  facilitate  the  orderiy  conduct 
of  business,  including  provlskms  to  cany 
over  an  Incompleted  open  session  from 
one  day  to  the  next. 

’Ihe  Advisory  Committee  on  Reactor 
Safeguards  Is  an  Indepiendent  group  es¬ 
tablished  by  Congress  to  review  and  re¬ 
port  on  each  application  tor  a  construo 
tlon  permit  ai^  on  each  appllcatlcm  for 
an  operating  license  for  a  reactor  facility 
and  on  certain  other  nuclear  safety  mat¬ 
ters.  The  Committee’s  reports  become  a 
part  of  the  public  record.  Althoitgh 
ACnS  meetings  are  ordinarily  open  to 
the  piffillc  and  provide  for  oral  or  writ¬ 
ten  statements  to  be  considered  as  a  part 
of  the  Cdmmlttee’s  Information  gather¬ 
ing  procedure  cimcemlng  the  health  and 
safety  of  the  public,  they  are  not  adjudi¬ 
catory  type  hearings  such  as  are  con¬ 
ducted  by  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission’s  Atomic  Safety  &  Licensing 
Board  as  part  of  the  Commission’s  li¬ 
censing  process.  ACRS  meetings  do  not 
normally  treat  matters  pertaining  to  en¬ 
vironmental  Impacts  outside  the  safety 
area. 

With  respect  to  puUic  participation  In 
the  open  portion  of  the  meeting,  the 
following  requirements  shall  ap^dy: 


(a)  Persons  wishing  to  submit  writ¬ 
ten  statements  regarding  the  agenda 
may  do  so  by  iHovldlng  15  readily  re¬ 
producible  copies  to  the  i^ibcommlttee 
at  the  beginning  of  the  meeting.  Com¬ 
ments  should  be  limited  to  safety  related 
areas  within  the  Ccmunlttee’s  purview. 

Persons  desiring  to  man  written  com¬ 
ments  may  do  so  by  sending  a  readily 
reproducible  c(«>y  thereof  in  time  for 
consideration  at  this  meeting.  Com¬ 
ments  postmarked  no  later  than  Febru¬ 
ary  11,  1977  to  Mr.  ThcHnas  G.  McCre- 
less.  ACRS,  NRC.  Washington.  DC 
20555,  win  ncHmaUy  be  received  in  time 
to  be  considered  at  this  meeting. 

Background  tnformati(m  concerning 
Items  to  be  considered  at  this  meeting 
can  be  found  In  documents  (xi  file  and 
available  for  puUlc  Inspection  at  the 
NRC  Public  Document  Rcwm,  1717  H  St.. 
N.W.,  Washington,  DC  20555,  and  at  the 
Palo  Verde  VaUey  District  Library,  125 
West  Chanslorway,  Blythe,  CA  92255. 

(b)  Persons  desiring  to  make  an  oral 
statement  at  the  meeting  should  make  a 
written  request  to  do  so,  identifying  the 
titles  and  desired  presentation  time  so 
that  {qjproprlate  arrangements  can  be 
made.  The  Subcommittee  will  receive 
oral  statements  on  topics  relevant  to  its 
purview  at  an  appropriate  time  chosen 
by  the  Chairman. 

(c)  Further  Information  regarding 
topics  to  be  discussed,  whether  the  meet¬ 
ing  has  been  cancelled  or  rescheduled, 
the  Chairman’s  ruling  on  requests  for 
the  opportunity  to  present  oral  state¬ 
ments  and  the  time  allotted  therefor 
can  be  obtained  by  a  prepaid  telephone 
can  on  February  17.  1977  to  the  Office  of 
the  Executive  Director  of  the  Commit¬ 
tee  (telephone  202/634-1374,  Attn:  Mr. 
Thomas  G.  McCreless)  between  8:15 
a.m.  and  5:00  pjn.,  EST. 

(d)  Questions  may  be  pr(HX)unded 
cmly  by  monbers  of  the  Subcommittee 
and  its  consultants. 

(e)  The  use  of  stin,  motion  picture, 
and  television  cameras,  the  physical  in¬ 
stallation  and  presence  of  wUch  win  not 
Interfere  with  the  conduct  of  the  meet¬ 
ing.  win  be  permitted  both  before  and 
after  the  meeting  and  during  any  recess. 
The  use  of  such  equipment  wUl  not.  how¬ 
ever,  be  afiowed  while  the  meeting  Is  in 
session. 

(D  Persons  with  agreements  or  orders 
permitting  access  to  piroprletary  infor¬ 
mation  may  attend  portions  of  ACms 
meetings  where  this  material  Is  being 
discussed  upon  confirmation  that  such 
agreements  are  effective  and  relate  to 
the  material  being  discussed. 

The  Executive  Director  of  the  ACRS 
should  be  informed  of  such  an  agree¬ 
ment  at  least  three  woi^lng  days  prior 
to  the  meeting  so  that  the  agreement 
can  be  confirmed  and  a  determination 
can  be  made  r^rardlng  the  applicability 
of  the  agreement  to  the  material  that 
will  be  discussed  during  the  meetlog. 
Minimum  lnformati(xi  provided  should 
Include  lnformati<Ni  reg^u-dlng  the  date 
of  the  agreement,  the  scope  of  material 
Included  In  the  agreement,  the  project 
or  projects  InvolvecL  and  the  names  and 
titles  of  the  perscxis  signing  the  agree- 
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ment.  Additional  Information  may  be  re¬ 
quested  to  Identify  the  specific  agree¬ 
ment  involved.  A  copy  of  the  executed 
agreement  should  be  provided  to  Ifr. 
Thomas  G.  McCreless  of  the  ACRS  Of¬ 
fice,  prior  to  the  beginning  ot  the  meet¬ 
ing. 

(g)  A  copy  the  transcript  of  the 
open  portl(Hi(s)  ot  the  meettaig  where 
factual  Information  Is  presented  will  be 
available  for  Inspection  on  or  after  Feb¬ 
ruary  25,  1977  at  the  NRC  Public  Docu¬ 
ment  Room,  1717  H  St.,  N.W.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  DC  20555,  and  at  the  Palo  Verde 
Valley  District  Library,  125  West 
Chanslorway,  Bl3rthe,  CA  92255. 

Copies  of  ^e  minutes  of  the  meeting 
will  be  made  avaUsdjle  for  inspectlcm  at 
the  NRC  Public  Document  Roxn,  1717 
H  St.,  N.W.,  WashlngtcMi.  DC  20555  after 
May  18, 1977. 

Copies  may  be  obtained  upon  peymenA 
of  appropriate  charges. 

Dated:  January  27, 1977. 

JORK  C.  Rotls, 
Advisory  Committee^ 
Management 

[FR  Doc.77-3134  PUed  l-3-77;8:48  Ha| 


[Docket  Noe.  S0-S95,  80-304] 
COMMONWEALTH  EDISON  CO. 

Proposed  Issuance  of  Amendments  to 
Facility  Operating  Licenses 

The  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commisslaa 
(the  Commission)  is  considering  the  Is¬ 
suance  of  amendments  to  Facility  Op¬ 
erating  Licenses  No.  DPR-39  and  EH»R- 
48  issued  to  Commonwealth  Edison  Ctun- 
pany  (the  licensee)  for  operatl<m  of  the 
Zion  Station  Units  1  and  2  (the  facility) 
located  in  Zion,  minols. 

The  amendments  will  involve  changes 
to  the  ccxnon  Unit  1  and  Unit  2  Technical 
Specifications  to  allow  the  deletion  of  the 
requlrem^t  to  'monitor  the  Unit 
peaking  factor.  Fj(Z).  with  the  Axial 
Power  Distribution  Monitoring  System 
(APDMS).  Hie  present  Technical  Spe¬ 
cifications  requiring  monitoring  the  Unit 
2  Fj  (Z)  with  the  APDMS  for  power  levels 
above  94.9%. 

Prior  to  Issuance  of  the  proposed 
license  amendments,  the  Commlsison  will 
have  made  the  findings  required  by  the 
Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended 
(the  Act),  and  the  Commission’s  rules 
and  regulatlcms. 

By  March  7. 1977,  the  licensee  may  file 
a  request  for  a  hearing  and  any  person 
whose  interest  may  be  affected  by  this 
proceeding  may  file  a  request  for  a  hear¬ 
ing  in  the  form  of  a  petition  for  leave  to 
Intervene  with  respect  to  the  Issuance  of 
the  amendments  to  the  subject  facility 
operating  licenses.  Petitions  for  leave  to 
Intervene  must  be  filed  imder  oath  or 
affirmation  in  accordance  with  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  §  2.714  of  10  C:FR  Part  2  of  the 
Commissi<m*s  regulations.  A  petltlmi  for 
leave  to  intervene  must  set  forth  the  in¬ 
terest  of  the  petitioner  in  the  proceeding, 
how  that  interest  may  be  affected  by  the 
results  of  the  proceeding,  and  the  peti¬ 
tioner’s  c<mtentloD8  with  respect  to  the 


proposed  licensing  action.  Such  petitions 
must  be  filed  tn  accordance  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  Federal  Register  notice 
and  S  2.714  of  10  CTIL  and  must  be  filed 
with  the  Secretary  of  the  Commission, 
U.S.  Nuclear  RegiUatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20555,  Attention: 
Docketing  and  Service  Section  by  the 
above  date.  A  copy  of  the  petition  and/or 
request  for  a  hearing  should  be  sent  to 
the  Executive  Legal  Director,  U.S.  Nu¬ 
clear  Regulatory  Commission,  Washlng- 
tOTi,  D.C.  20555  and  to  Mr.  John  W.  Rowe, 
Isham,  Lincoln  &  Beale,  One  First  Na¬ 
tional  Plaza,  Chicago.  Illinois  60690,  the 
attorney  for  the  licensee. 

A  petition  for  leave  to  intervene  must 
be  accompanied  by  a  supporting  affidavit 
which  identifies  the  specific  aspect  or 
aspects  of  the  proceeding  as  to  which 
Intttvention  is  desired  and  specifies  with 
particularity  the  facts  on  which  the  petl- 
ti<xier  relies  as  to  both  his  interest  and 
hi*  c(Xitentk>ns  with  regard  to  each 
aspect  on  which  intervention  is  re¬ 
quested.  Petitions  stating  cmitentions 
relating  only  to  matters  outside  the 
Commission’s  Jurisdiction  will  be  denied. 

All  petitkms  will  be  acted  mxm  by  the 
Commission  or  licensing  board  desig¬ 
nated  by  the  Commission  or  by  the 
Chairman  of  the  Atomic  Safety  and  Li¬ 
censing  Bocud  PaneL  *rijnely  petitions 
will  be  cmisldered  to  determine  whether 
a  hearing  should  be  noticed  or  another 
appropriate  order  Isstied  regarding  the 
disposition  of  the  petitlmis. 

In  the  event  that  hearing  is  held  and  a 
person  is  permitted  to  Intervene,  he  be¬ 
comes  a  party  to  the  proceeding  and  has 
a  right  to  pcu-tlctpate  fully  in  the  conduct 
of  the  hearing.  Fbr  example,  he  may  pre¬ 
sent  evidence  and  examine  and  cross-ex¬ 
amine  witnesses. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  the  iq>pllcati(m  for  amend¬ 
ments  dated  December  10.  1976,  as 
amended  January  17.  1977,  which  is 
available  fm*  Inspection  at  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Public  Doemnent  Room,  1717  H 
Street,  NW.,  Washingtcxi,  D.C.,  and  at 
the  Waukegan  Public  Library.  128  North 
County  Street,  Waukegan.  Illinois  60085. 


Dated  at  Bethesda,  Md..  this  1st  day  of 
February  1977. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commls- 

SlOSL 

A.  SCHWENCSR, 

Chief.  Operating  Reacton 
Branch  No.  1,  Division  of 
Operating  Reactors. 

[PR  DOC.77-373S  PUed  3-2-77:9:68  am] 


[Docket  No.  50-254] 

COMMONWEALTH  EDISON  CO.  AND  • 
lOWA-ILLINOIS  GAS  AND  ELECTRIC  Ca 

Issuance  of  Amendment  to  Facinty 
Operating  License 

The  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion  (the  Commission)  has  issued 
Amendment  No.  36  to  Facility  Operating 
License  No.  DPR-29.  issued  to  Common¬ 
wealth  Edison  Company  (acting  fOT  Its^ 
and  on  behalf  of  the  lowa-nilnois  Gas 
and  Electric  Company)  (the  licensee). 


for  operation  of  the  Quad  C^lties  Unit  No. 

1  (the  facility)  located  in  Rock  Uand 
County,  nilnois.  The  amendment  is  effec¬ 
tive  as  of  its  date  ot  Issuance. 

The  amendment  authorized  operation 
of  the  reactor  beyond  the  previously 
analyzed  end-of-cycle  scram  reewjtlvlty 
conditions  in  accordance  with  Common¬ 
wealth  Edisem’s  request  dated  Decem¬ 
ber  7.  1976. 

The  application  toe  the  amendment 
complies  with  the  standards  and  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Atmnic  Energy  Act  of  1954, 
as  amended  (the  Act) ,  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations.  ’Ihe  Com¬ 
mission  has  made  appropriate  findings 
as  required  by  the  Act  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations  in  10  CFTl 
Chapter  I.  which  are  set  forth  in  the 
license  amendment.  Prior  public  notice 
of  this  amendment  was  not  required 
since  the  amendment  does  not  involve  a 
significant  hazards  ccmsideratlon. 

The  Commission  has  determined  that 
the  issuance  of  this  amendment  will  not 
result  in  any  significant  environmental 
Impact  and  that  pursuant  to  10  CJFR 
51.5(d)  (4)  an  environmental  Impact 
statement  or  negative  declaration  and 
environmental  impact  appraisal  need  not 
be  prepared  in  connection  with  Issuance 
of  this  amendment. 

Pbr  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  the  application  for 
amendment  dated  December  7,  1976,  (2) 
the  licensee’s  filing  dated  June  11.  1976, 
in  Docket  No.  50-265,  (3)  Amendment 
No.  36  to  DPR-29,  and  (4)  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  related  Safety  Evaluation.  All  of 
these  items  are  available  for  public  in¬ 
spection  at  the  Commission’s  Public 
Docinnent  Room.  1717  H  Street,  N.W, 
Washington.  D.C.,  and  at  the  Moline 
Public  Library,  504  17th  Street,  Moline, 
Illinois  60265.  A  single  copy  of  items  (3) 
and  (4)  may  be  obtained  upon  request 
addressed  to  the  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
(Commission.  Washington.  D.C.  20565, 
Attention:  Director,  Division  of  Operat¬ 
ing  Reactors. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Md.,  this  21st  day 
of  January,  1977. 


For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 


Dennis  L.  ZisxAifN, 
Chief,  Operating  Reactors 
Branch  No.  2,  Division  of 
Operating  Reactors. 


[PR  Doc.77-3368  Piled  2-2-77:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  60-213] 

CONNECTICUT  YANKEE  ATOMIC  POWER 
CO. 

Issuance  of  Amendment  to  Facility 
Operating  License 

The  UJ3.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis- 
si(m  (the  Commission)  has  Issued 
Amendment  No.  11  to  Facility  Operating 
License  No.  DPRr-61,  Issued  to  Connecti¬ 
cut  Yankee  Atomic  Power  Compemy  for 
operation  of  the  Haddam  Neck  PlanL  lo¬ 
cated  in  Middlesex  County.  Oxmectlcut. 
The  amendment  is  effective  aa  of  Uie 
date  of  Issuance. 
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This  amendment  revises  the  Haddam 
Neck  Plant  Technical  Speclficatlcms,  Ap¬ 
pendix  A,  to  (1)  delete  Sections  4.6  and 
4.7;  (2)  clarify  terminology  and  make 
corrections  (Section  1.24  and  Table  1,1) ; 
(3)  reflect  recent  on-site  organizational 
changes  (Section  6.0) ;  (4)  modify  cer¬ 
tain  administrative  procedures  (Section 
6.0) ;  and  (5)  incorporate  specific  quali- 
flcation  requirements  for  members  of  the 
Nuclear  Review  Board  (Section  6.0) . 

The  applications  for  the  amendment 
comply  with  the  standards  and  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954, 
as  amended  (the  Act) ,  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations.  The  Com¬ 
mission  has  made  appropriate  findings 
as  required  by  the  Act  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations  in  10  CFR 
Chapter  I,  which  are  set  forth  in  the 
license  amendment.  Prior  public  notice 
of  this  amendment  was  not  required 
since  the  amendment  does  not  involve 
a  significant  hazards  consideration. 

The  Commission  has  determined  that 
the  Issuance  of  this  amendment  will  not 
result  In  any  significant  environmental 
Impact  and  ttiat  pursuant  to  10  CFR 
§  51.S(d)  (4)  an  environmental  Impact 
statement,  or  negative  declaration  and 
environmental  Impact  appraisal  need  not 
be  prepcued  In  connection  with  Issuance 
of  this  amendment. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  the  applications  for 
amendment  dated  Iday  7,  May  12,  June 
22,  1976,  (2)  Amendment  No.  11  to  li¬ 
cense  No.  DPR^l,  and  (3)  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  related  Safety  Evaluation.  All  (tf 
these  Items  are  available  for  public  In¬ 
spection  at  the  Commlssicm's  Public  Doc¬ 
ument  Room,  1717  H  Street  N.W..  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  and  at  the  Russell  Library. 
119  Broad  Street.  Middletown,  Connec¬ 
ticut  06457.  A  copy  of  itons  (2)  and 
(3)  may  be  obtained  upon  request  ad¬ 
dressed  to  the  UB.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20555, 
Attention:  Director,  Division  of  Operat¬ 
ing  Reactors. 


Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this 
13th  day  of  January  1977. 


For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Comnils< 
Sion. 


A.  SCHWEMCER, 

Chief,  Operating  Reactors 
Branch  No.  1.  Division  of 
Operating  Reactors. 


{FR  Doc.77-3063  Filed  3-3-77:8:45  em] 


(Docket  No.  50-347,  OL  No.  DPRr-26] 

CONSOLIDATED  EDISON  COMPANY  OF 
NEW  YORK,  INC.,  (INDIAN  POINT  STA¬ 
TION,  UNIT  NO.  2) 

Oral  Argument 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  Appeal  Board’s  Order 
of  January  27,  1977  (ALAB-369),  oral 
argument  on  the  appeals  from  the  No¬ 
vember  30,  1976  Partial  Initial  Decision 
(PID)  and  the  December  27,  1976  Sup¬ 
plemental  PID  of  the  licensing  Board  In 
this  proceeding  Is  calendared  for  10:00 
a  m.,  Wednesday,  February  9,  1977,  In 


the  Commission’s  Hearing  Room,  5th 
Floor,  East-West  Towers,  4350  East  West 
Highway,  Bethesda,  Maryland. 

Dated:  January  28,  1977. 

For  the  Atomic  Safety  and  Licensing 
Appeal  Board. 

Margaret  E.  Du  Flo, 
Secretary  to  the  Appeal  Board. 
[FR  DOC.77-3S69  Filed  3-2-77:8:45  am] 


(Docket  No.  50-256] 

CONSUMERS  POWER  CO. 

Issuance  of  Amendment  to  Provisional 
Operating  License 

The  UJ5.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion  (the  Cranmission)  has  Issued 
Amendment  No.  23  to  Provlslimal  Oper¬ 
ating  License  No.  DPR-20  Issued  to  Con¬ 
sumers  Power  Company  which  revised 
Technical  Specifications  for  (^ration 
of  the  Palisades  Plant,  located  In  Covert 
Township,  Van  Buren  County,  Michi¬ 
gan.  The  amendment  is  effective  as  of 
the  date  of  issuance. 

The  operation  of  shock  suppressors  Is 
required  to  protect  the  react(»'  coolant 
system  and  all  other  safe^  r^ted  eys- 
tems  and  ccunponoits  and  was  assumed 
In  the  Staff  Safety  Evaluation  Repiurt. 
Operating  history  of  other  plants  have 
Indicated  that  shock  suppressors  were 
not  always  operable.  Accordingly,  this 
amendment  requires  the  operability  and 
surveillance  of  safety  related  shock  sup¬ 
pressors. 

The  aK>llcation  for  the  amendment 
complies  with  the  standards  and  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of 
1954.  as  amended  (the  Act),  and  the 
Commlsslcm’s  rules  and  regulations.  The 
C<Hnmlsslon  has  made  appropriate  find¬ 
ings  as  required  by  the  Act  and  the 
Commiwdon’B  rules  and  regulations  In  10 
CFR  Chapter  L  which  are  set  forth  In 
the  license  am^dment.  Prlcw  public  no¬ 
tice  of  this  amendment  was  not  required 
since  the  amendment  does  not  Involve 
a  significant  hazards  consideration. 

The  Commisslcm  has  determined  that 
the  Issuance  of  this  amendment  will  not 
result  in  any  significant  environmental 
Inmact  and  that  pursuant  to  10  CFR 
51.5(d)  (4)  an  envlnmmental  Impact 
statonent  or  negative  declaration  and 
environm^tal  Impact  appraisal  need 
not  be  prepared  in  connection  with  the 
issuance  of  this  amendment. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  the  applicatimi  for 
amendment  dated  October  7.  1975,  as 
modified  October  8,  1976,  (2)  Amend¬ 
ment  No.  23  to  License  No.  DPR-20,  and 
(3)  the  Commission’s  related  Safety 
Evaluation.  All  of  these  Items  are  avail¬ 
able  for  public  Inspection  at  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Public  Dociunent  Room,  1717 
H  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20555 
and  at  the  Kalamazoo  Public  Library, 
315  South  Rose  Street,  Kalamazoo, 
Michigan  49006.  A  c(^y  of  items  (2)  and 
(3)  Euay  be  (Obtained  upon  request  ad¬ 
dressed  to  the  UB.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20555, 


Attention:  Director,  Division  of  Operat¬ 
ing  Reactors. 


Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this 
19th  day  of  January  1977. 


For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis- 
Bion. 


A.  SCHWENCER, 

Chief,  Operating  Reactors 
Branch  No.  1,  Division  oj 
Operating  Reactors. 


(FR  Doc.77-3061  Filed  2-2-77; 8  45  am) 


[Docket  No.  50-409] 

DAlRYLAND  POWER  COOPERATIVE 

Notice  of  Issuance  of  Amendment  to 
Provisional  Operating  License 

The  UB.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis- 
skm  (the  Commission)  has  issued 
Amendment  No.  8  to  Provisional  Oper¬ 
ating  License  No.  DPR-45,  issued  to 
Dairyland  Power  Cooperative  (the  li¬ 
censee)  ,  which  revised  Technical  Specifi¬ 
cations  for  operation  of  the  La  Crosse 
filing  Water  Reactor  (LACBWR)  lo¬ 
cated  In  Vernon  County,  Wisconsin.  The 
amendment  is  effective  as  of  its  date  of 
issuance. 

The  amendment  establishes  new  pres- 
sure-t«nperature  (operating  limits  for  the 
LACBWR  to  assure  conformance  with 
10  CFR  Part  50,  Appendix  G,  “Fracture 
Toughness  Requirements.’’ 

Tbe  application  for  the  amendment 
complies  with  the  standards  and  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954, 
as  amended  (the  Act),  and  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  and  regulations.  The 
Commission  has  made  appropriate  find¬ 
ings  as  required  by  the  Act  and  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  and  regulations  in  10  CFR 
Chapter  L  which  are  set  forth  In  the 
license  amendment.  Prior  public  notice 
of  this  amendment  was  not  re(iuired  since 
the  amendment  does  not  Involve  a  sig- 
nlficanf^azards  ctmslderation. 

The  Commissi<Hi  has  determined  that 
the  issuance  of  this  amendment  will  not 
result  In  any  significant  environmental 
Impact  and  that  pursuant  to  10  CFR 
51.5(d)(4)  an  environmental  impact 
statement,  or  negative  declaration  and 
environmental  Impact  appraisal  need 
not  be  prepared  In  connection  with  is¬ 
suance  of  this  amen<hnent. 

For  fiirther  details  with  respect  to  this 
acticm,  see  (1)  the  appUcaticm  for 
amendment  dated  August  3.  1976,  (2) 
Amendment  No.  8  to  License  No.  DPR- 
45,  and  (3)  the  Commission’s  related 
Safety  Evaluation.  All  of  these  items  are 
available  for  public  Inspection  at  the 
Commission’s  PuUlc  Document  Ro<Mn, 
1717  H  Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C., 
and  at  the  La  Crosse  Public  Library,  800 
Main  Street,  La  Crosse,  Wisconsin. 

A  copy  of  items  (2)  and  (3)  may  be 
obtained  upon  request  addressed  to  fibe 
U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commisslcm. 
Washington,  D.C.  20555,  Attentkm:  Di¬ 
rector,  Division  of  Operating  Reactora 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  tiblB 
19th  day  of  January  1977  . 
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For  the  nuclear  regulatory  cMnmls- 
slon. 


Robekt  W.  Red, 
Chief.  .  Operating  Reacton 
Branch  #4,  Division  of  Oper¬ 
ating  Reactors. 


(PR  Doc.77-3054  PUed  2-a-77;8:46  amj 


INTERNATIONAL  ATOMIC  ENERGY 
AGENCY  DRAFT  SAFETY  GUIDE 

Availability  of  Draft  for  Public  Comment 

The  International  Atomic  Energy 
Agency  (IAEA)  is  developing  a  limited 
number  of  internationally  acceptable 
codes  of  practice  and  safety  guides  for 
nuclear  power  plants.  These  codes  and 
guides  will  be  developed  in  the  following 
five  areas:  (government  Organization, 
Siting,  Design,  Operation,  and  Quality 
Assurance.  The  purpose  of  these  codes 
and  guides  is  to  provide  IAEA  guidance 
to  countries  beginning  nuclear  power 
programs. 

The  IAEA  Codes  of  Practice  and  Safety 
Guides  are  developed  in  the  following 
way.  The  IAEA  receives  and  collates  rele¬ 
vant  existing  information  used  by  mem¬ 
ber  coimtrles.  Using  this  collation  as  a 
starting  point,  an  IAEA  Working  Group 
of  a  few  experts  then  develops  a  prelimi¬ 
nary  draft.  This  preliminary  draft  is 
reviewed  and  modified  by  the  IAEA 
Technical  Review  Committee  to  the  ex¬ 
tent  necessary  to  develop  a  draft  accept¬ 
able  to  them.  This  draft  Code  of  Prac¬ 
tice  or  Safety  Guide  is  then  sent  to  the 
IAEA  Senior  Advisory  Group  which  re¬ 
views  and  modifies  the  draft  as  necessary 
to  reach  agreement  on  the  draft  and  then 
forwards  it  to  the  IAEA  Secretariat  to 
obtain  comments  from  the  member 
states.  The  Senior  Advisory  Group  then 
considers  the  member  state  comments, 
again  modifies  the  draft  as  necessary  'to 
reach  agreement  and  forwards  it  to  the 
IAEA  Director  General  with  a  recom¬ 
mendation  that  it  be  accepted. 

As  part  of  this  program.  Safety  Guide, 
SG-QAIO,  “Quality  Assurance  Auditing 
for  Nuclear  Power  Plants,”  has  been  de¬ 
veloped  and  the  NRC  staff  is  soliciting 
comments  on  this  Guide  from  the  U.S. 
public. 

An  IAEA  Working  Group  consisting  of 
Mr.  C.  Carrier  of  France,  Mr.  R.  A. 
Pritchard  of  the  United  Kingdom  and 
Mr.  M.  E.  Langston  (U.S.  Energy  Re¬ 
search  and  Development  Administra¬ 
tion)  of  the  United  States  developed  the 
draft  from  an  IAEA  collation  during  a 
meeting  that  was  h^ld  in  Vienna,  Austria 
on  January  10-14, 1977. 

As  the  next  step  in  its  development 
the  draft  Safety  Guide  is  scheduled  to 
be  reviewed  by  the  IAEA  Technical  Re¬ 
view  Committee  on  Quality  Assurance  at 
a  meeting  in  Vienna,  Austria  on 
March  21,  1977.  Comments  received  by 
March  1,  1977  will  be  useful  to  this  re¬ 
view.  Single  copies  of  this  draft  may  be 
obtained  by  a  written  request  to  the  Di¬ 
rector,  Office  of  Standards  Development, 
U.S.  Nuclesur  Regulatory  Commission. 
Washington.  D.C.  20555. 

(5  IT.S.C.  622(a).) 


Dated  at  Rockville.  Md.,  this  24th  daar  Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland  this  25th 
of  January  day  of  January  1977. 


For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commia- 
slon. 

Robdt  K  Mmocus, 
Director,  Office  of 
Standards  Development. 
JFR  Doc.77-3371  PUed  2-2-77:8:45  ami 


For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 


George  Lear. 

Chief,  Operating  Reactors 
Branch  No.  3.  Division  of  Op¬ 
erating  Reactors. 


IPB  Doc.77-3048  PUed  2-2-77;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  50-219] 

JERSEY  CENTRAL  POWER  &  UGHT  Ca 

Notice  of  Issuance  of  Amendment  to 
Provisional  Operating  License 

Notice  is  herday  given  that  the  U.S. 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission  (the 
Commission)  has  issued  Amendment  No. 
19  to  Provisional  Operating  License  No. 
DPR-16  issued  to  Jersey  Central  Power 
&  Light  Company  which  revised  Tech¬ 
nical  Specifications  for  operation  of  the 
Oyster  Chreek  Nuclear  (Senerating  Sta¬ 
tion,  located  in  Ocean  County,  New  Jer¬ 
sey.  The  amendment  is  effective  as  of  its 
date  of  issuEince. 

The  amendment  consists  of  a  license 
amendment  and  Technical  Specificatlcms 
change  relating  to  the  receipt,  possession, 
and  use  of  byproduct,  source,  and  special 
nuclear  material  and  incorporates  sur¬ 
veillance  requirements  for  leakage  test¬ 
ing  of  sealed  sources  in  the  Technical 
Specifications. 

^  The  application  for  the  amendment 
complies  with  the  standards  and  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of 
1954,  as  amended  (the  Act),  and  the 
commission’s  rules  and  regulations.  The 
Commission  has  made  appropriate  find¬ 
ings  as  required  by  the  Act  and  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  and  regulations  in  10  CPR 
CJhapter  I,  which  are  set  forth  in  the 
license  amendment.  Prior  public  notice  of 
this  amendment  is  not  required  since 
the  amendment  does  not  involve  a  sig¬ 
nificant  hazards  consideration. 

The  Commission  has  determined  that 
the  issuance  of  this  amendment  will  not 
result  in  any  significant  environmental 
impact  and  that  pursuant  to  10  CFR 
§  51.5(d)  (4)  an  environmental  impact 
statement  or  negative  declaration  and 
environmental  impact  appraisal  need  not 
be  prepared  in  connecticm  with  issuance 
of  ^is  amendm^L 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  .(1)  the  application  for 
amendment  dated  December  18,  1975,  as 
supplemented  by  letters  dated  March  16, 
1976,  May  7, 1976,  November  15,  1976  and 
December  17,  1976,  (2)  Amendment  No. 
19  to  License  No.  DPR-16  and  (3)  the 
Commission’s  related  Safety  Evaluation. 
All  of  these  items  are  available  for  pub¬ 
lic  inspection  at  the  Commission’s  Fhib- 
Uc  Document  Room,  1717  H  Street,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  and  at  the  Ocean 
Coimty  Library,  Brick  Township  Branch, 
401  Chambers  Bridge  Road,  Brick  Town, 
New  Jersey  08723. 

A  copy  of  items  (2),  (3)  and  (4)  may 
be  obtained  upon  request  addressed  to 
the  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.  20555,  Attenti<m; 
Director,  Division  of  Operating  Reactors. 


I  Docket  No.  STN  60-482  ] 

KANSAS  GAS  AND  ELECTRIC  CO.  AND 

KANSAS  CITY  POWER  AND  LIGHT  CO. 

WOLF  CREEK  GENERATING  STATION, 

UNIT  NO.  1 

Notice  of  Issuance  of  Limited  Work 
Authorization 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  10  CFR 
50.10(e)  of  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission’s  (Commission)  regulations,  the 
Commission  has  authorized  the  Kansas 
Gas  and  Electric  Company  to  conduct 
certain  site  activities  in  connection  with 
the  Wolf  Creek  Generating  Station, 
Unit  No.  1,  prior  to  a  decision  regarding 
the  issuance  of  a  construction  permit. 

’The  activities  that  are  authorized  are 
within  the  scope  of  those  authorized  by 
10  CFR  50.10(e)  (1)  and  50.10(e)  (3)  and 
include  the  following: 

Clearing  and  grading,  construction  of 
plant  access  and  secondary  access  roads, 
excavation  for  foimdations  of  site  struc¬ 
tures  and  placement  of  mud  mats,  con¬ 
struction  and  Installation  of  facilities 
and  services  for  construction,  relocation 
of  existing  water,  power,  and  telephone 
utilities  and  installation  of  new  utilities, 
excavation  for  and  installation  of  imder- 
groimd  pipelines  construction  of  railroad 
bed  and  Installation  of  trackwork. 

Any  activities  imdertaken  pursuant  to 
this  authorization  are  entirely  at  the  risk 
of  the  Kansas  Gas  and  Electric  Com¬ 
pany  and  the  Kansas  City  Power  and 
Light  Co.  and  the  grant  of  the  authoriza¬ 
tion  has  no  bearing  on  the  Issuance  of  a 
construction  permit  with  respect  to  the 
requirements  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act 
of  1954,  as  amended,  and  rules,  reg¬ 
ulations,  or  orders  promulgated  pursuant 
thereto. 

A  Partial  Initial  Decision  on  matters 
relating  to  the  National  Environmental 
Policy  Act  site  suitability  and  all  mat¬ 
ters  arising  under  the  Atomic  Energy  Act 
with  the  exception  of  matters  pertain¬ 
ing  to  the  applicants’  financial  qualifica¬ 
tions,  was  Issued  by  the  Atwnlc  Safety 
and  Licensing  Board  in  the  above  cap¬ 
tioned  proceeding  on  January  18,  1977. 
A  copy  of  (1)  The  Partial  Initial  Deci¬ 
sion;  (2)  the  applicants’  Preliminary 
Safety  Analysis  Report  and  amendments 
thereto:  (3)  the  applicants’  Environ- 
^  mental  Report,  and  amendments  there¬ 
to;  (4)  the  staff’s  Final  Environmental 
Statement  dated  October  1975;  and  (5) 
the  Commission’s  letter  of  authorization, 
dated  January  24,  1977,  are  available 
for  public  Inspection  at  the  Commission’s 
Public  Document  Room  at  1717  H  Street, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  and  the  Coffey 
County  Courthouse,  Burlington,  Kansas. 
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Dated  at  Rockville,  Maryland  the  24th 
day  of  January,  1977. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 

Wm  H.  Reagan,  Jr., 
Chief,  Environmental  Projects 
Branch  2,  Division  of  Site 
Safety  and  Environmental 
Analysis. 

[PR  Doc.77-3056  Piled  2-2-77;8:45  amj 


[Docket  No.  50-289] 

METROPOLITAN  EDISON  CO.,  ET  AL. 

Proposed  Issuance  of  Amendment  to 
Facility  Operating  License 

The  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission 
(the  Commission)  is  considering  issuance 
of  an  amendment  to  Facility  Operating 
License  No.  DPRr-50  issued  to  Metropoli¬ 
tan  Edison  Company,  Jersey  Central 
Power  &  light  Company  and  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  Electric  Company  (the  licensees), 
for  operation  of  the  Three  Mile  Island 
Nuclear  Station  Unit  No.  1,  located  in 
Dauphin  County,  Pennsylvania. 

The  amendment  would  revise  the  pro¬ 
visions  in  the  Technical  Specifications  to 
authorize  a  site  integrated  reactor  vessel 
surveillance  program,  in  accordance  with 
the  licensees’  application  for  amendment 
dated  October  29, 1976. 

Prior  to  issuance  of  the  proposed  li¬ 
cense  amendment,  the  Commission  will 
have  made  the  findings  required  by  the 
Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended 
(the  Act),  and  the  Commission’s  rules 
and  regulations. 

By  March  7,  1977,  the  licensees  may 
file  a  request  for  a  hearing  and  any  per¬ 
son  whose  interest  may  be  affected  by 
this  proceeding  may  file  a  request  for  a 
hearing  in  the  form  of  a  petition  for 
leave  to  intervene  with  respect  to  the 
Issuance  of  the  amendment  to  the  sub¬ 
ject  facility  operating  license.  Petitions 
for  leave  to  intervene  must  be  filed  under 
oath  or  affirmation  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  §  2.714  of  10  CFR  Part  2 
of  the  Commission’s  regulations.  A  peti¬ 
tion  for  leave  to  intervene  must  set  forth 
the  Interest  of  the  petitioner  in  the  pro¬ 
ceeding,  how  that  interest  may  be  af¬ 
fected  by  the  results  of  the  proceeding 
and  the  petitioner’s  contentions  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  proposed  licensing  action. 
Such  petitions  must  be  filed  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  this  Federal 
Register  notice  and  §  2.714,  and  must  be 
filed  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.  20555,  Attention: 
Docketing  and  Service  Secticm,  by  the 
above  date.  A  copy  of  the  petition  and/or 
request  for  a  hearing  should  be  sent  to 
the  Executive  Legal  Director,  U.S.  Nu¬ 
clear  Regulatory  Ccnnmission,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20555,  and  to  J.  F,  Trowbridge, 
Esquire,  Shaw,  Pittman,  Potts  and  Trow¬ 
bridge,  1800  M  Street,  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20036,  the  attorney  for  the  licensee. 

A  petition  for  leave  to  Intervene  must 
be  accompanied  by  a  supporting  affidavit 
which  identifies  the  specific  aspect  or 
aspects  of  the  proceeding  as  to  which  In- 
terv'ention  is  desired  and  specifies  with 


particularity  the  facts  on  which  the  peti¬ 
tioner  relies  as  to  both  his  interest  and 
his  contentions  with  regard  to  each  as¬ 
pect  on  which  Intervention  is  requested. 
Petitions  stating  contentions  relating 
only  to  matters  outside  the  Commission’s 
jurisdiction  will  be  denied. 

All  petitions  will  be  acted  upon  by  the 
Commission  or  licensing  board,  desig¬ 
nated  by  the  Commission  or  by  the 
Chairman  of  the  Atomic  Safety  and  Li¬ 
censing  Board  Panel.  Timely  petitions 
will  be  considered  to  determine  whether 
a  hearing  should  be  noticed  or  another 
appropriate  order  issued  regarding  the 
disposition  of  the  petitions. 

In  the  event  that  a  hearing  is  held  and 
a  person  is  permitted  to  intervene,  he  be¬ 
comes  a  party  to  the  proceeding  and  has 
a  right  to  participate  fully  in  the  con¬ 
duct  of  the  hearing.  For  example,  he  may 
present  evidence  and  examine  and  cross- 
examine  witnesses. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  the  application  for  amend¬ 
ment  dated  October  29,  1976,  which  is 
available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
Commission’s  Public  Document  Room, 
1717  H  Street,  NW..  Washington,  D.C. 
and  at  the  Government  Publications  Sec¬ 
tion,  State  Library  of  Pennsylvania.  Box 
1601  (Education  Building),  Harrisburg, 
Pennsylvania. 


Dated  at  Bethesda.  Md.,  this  29th  day 
of  November  1976. 


For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Ojmmis- 
sion. 


Robert  W.  Reid, 
Chief,  Operating  Reactors  ^ 
Branch  No.  4,  Division  of  ‘ 
Operating  Reactors. 


[FR  Doc.77-3613  Filed  2-2-77:8:45  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  STN  50-668,  STN  50-569] 

NEW  ENGLAND  POWER  CO.,  ET  AL. 

(NEP  UNITS  1  &  2) 

Assignment  of  Atomic  Safety  and 
Licensing  Appeal  Board 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  authority  in  10  CFR  2.787 
(a) .  the  Chairman  of  the  Atomic  Safety 
and  Licensing  Appeal  Panel  has  assigned 
the  following  i>anel  members  to  serve  as 
the  Atomic  Safety  and  Licensing  Appeal 
Board  for  this  construction  permit  pro¬ 
ceeding: 

Alan  8.  Rosenthal,  Chairman,  Richard  S. 

Salzman,  Dr.  W.  Reed  Johnson. 

Dated:  January  27, 1977. 

Margaret  E.  Du  Flo, 
Secretary  to  the  Appeal  Board. 

[FR  Doc.77-3370  Filed  2-2-77:8:45  am] 


(Docket  No.  27-39]- 

NUCLEAR  ENGINEERING  CO.,  INC.- 

Notice  of  Receipt  of  Application  for  Land 
'  Buriai  of  Radioactive  Waste 

Please  take  notice  that  Nuclear  Engi¬ 
neering  Company,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  7246, 
Louisville,  Kentucky  40207,  has  filed  an 
application  for  renewal  and  amendment 


to  License  No.  13-10042-01  which  re¬ 
quests  authority  to  possess  up  to  50,000 
curies  of  byproduct  material,  40,000 
poimds  of  source  material,  and  5,000 
grams  of  special  nuclear  material  and  to 
dispose  of  radioactive  material  by  land 
burial  at  its  facility  located  near  Shef¬ 
field,  Illinois.  Nuclear  Engineering  Com¬ 
pany,  Inc.,  also  proposes  to  increase  the 
size  of  their  existing  burial  facility  from 
20.45  acres  to  a  total  of  188.45  acres. 


Dated  at  Silver  Spring,'  Maryland, 
January  26,  1977. 


For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 


Nathan  Bassin, 

Acting  Chief,  Radioisotopes  Li¬ 
censing  Branch,  Division  of 
Fuel  Cycle  and  Material 
Safety. 


|FR  Doc.77-3048  PUed  2-2-77:8:45  am] 


REGULATORY  GUIDE 
Notice  of  Issuance  and  Availability 

The  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission 
has  issued  a  guide  in  its  Regulatory 
Guide  Series.  This  series  has  been  devel¬ 
oped  to  describe  and  make  available  to 
the  public  methods  acceptable  to  the 
NRC  staff  of  implementing  specific  parts 
of  the  Commission’s  regulations  and,  in 
some  cases,  to  delineate  techniques  used 
by  the  staff  in  evaluating  specific  prob¬ 
lems  or  postulated  accidents  and  to  pro¬ 
vide  guidance  to  applicants  concerning 
certain  of  the  information  needed  by  the 
staff  in  its  review  of  applications  for 
permits  and  licenses. 

Regulatory  Guide  1.68.1,  Revision  1, 
“Preoperational  and  Initial  Startup 
Testing  of  Feedwater  and  Condensate 
Systems  for  Boiling  Water  Reactor  Pow¬ 
er,  Plants,”  describes  the  type  and  nature 
of  BWR‘ feedwater  and  condmsate  sys¬ 
tem  tests  that  are  acceptable  to  the  NRC 
staff  in  more  detail  than  Regulatory 
Guide  1.68,  “Initial  Test  Programs  for 
Water-Cooled  Reactor  Power  Plants.” 
This  guide  was  revised  following  public 
comments  and  additional  staff  review. 

Comments  and  suggestions  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  (1)  items  for  inclusion  in 
guides  currently  being  developed  or  (2) 
improvonents  in  all  published  guides 
are  encouraged  at  any  time.  Comments 
should  be  sent  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Commission,  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20555, 
Attention:  Docketing  and  Service 

Branch. 

Regulatory  guides  are  available  for  in¬ 
spection  at  the  Commission’s  Public  Doc- 
lunent  Room,  1717  H  Street  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  Requests  for  single  copies  of 
issued  guides  (which  may  be  repro¬ 
duced)  or  for  placement  on  an  auto¬ 
matic  distribution  list  for  single  copies 
of  future  guides  should  be  made  in 
writing  to  the  Director,  Office  of  Stand¬ 
ards  Development,  U.S.  Nuclear  Regula¬ 
tory  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20555.  Telephone  requests  cannot  be  ac¬ 
commodated.  Regulatory  guides  are  not 
copyrigthed  and  Commission  approval  is 
not  required  to  reproduce  them. 

(5U.S.C.  552(a)) 
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Dated  at  Rockville,  Maryland  this  25th 
day  of  January  1977. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 

Robert  B.  Minogttx, 

Director, 

Office  of  Standards  Development. 
[PR  Doc.77-3050  Piled  2-2-77;8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  60-312] 

SACRAMENTO  MUNICIPAL  UTILITY 
DISTRICT 

Issuance  of  Amendment  to  Facility 
Operating  License 

The  U.S.  Nuclear  Regillatory  Commis¬ 
sion  (the  Commission)  has  issued 
Amendment  No.  10  to  Facility  Operat¬ 
ing  License  No.  DP-54,  issued  to  Sacra¬ 
mento  Mimicipal  Utility  District  (the 
licensee)  for  operation  of  the  Rancho 
Seco  Nuclear  Generating  Station  (Uie 
facility) ,  located  in  Sacramento  County, 
California.  The  amendment  is  effective 
as  of  its  date  of  issuance. 

This  amendment  identifies  and  incor¬ 
porates  into  the  operating  license  the 
currently  approved  industrial  security 
plan  for  the  Rancho  Seco  Nuclear  Gen¬ 
erating  Station. 

The  Commission  has  made  appropri¬ 
ate  findings  as  required  by  the  Atomic 
Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended  (the 
Act),  and  the  Conunlsslqii’s  rules  and 
regulations  in  10  CJFR  CJhapter  I,  which 
are  set  forth  in  the  license  amendment. 
Prior  public  notice  of  this  amendment 
was  not  required  since  the  amendment 
does  not  Involve  a  significant  hazards 
consideration. 

The  Commission  has  determined  that 
the  issuance  of  this  amendment  will  not 
result  in  any  significant  environmental 
impact  and  that  pursuant  to  10  cm 
51.5(d)(4)  an  environmental  impact 
statement,  or  negative  declaration  and 
environmental  impact  appraisal  need  not 
be  prepared  in  connection  with  issuance 
of  this  amendment. 

Pursuant  to  10  CFR  2.790(d),  the  li¬ 
censee’s  submittals  dated  November  26 
and  29,  1976,  and  the  security  plan  are 
being  withheld  from  public  disclosure 
because  they  are  deem^  to  be  commer¬ 
cial  or  financial  information  within  the 
meaning  of  10  CJFR  9.5(a)  (4) .  The  with¬ 
held  Information  is  subject  to  disclosure 
in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  10 
CFR  9.12. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  Amendment  No.  10  to 
License  No.  DPR-54,  and  (2)  the  Cwn- 
mlssion’s  related  letter  to  the  licensee 
dated  January  24,  1977.  These  items  are 
available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
Commission’s  Public  Document  Room, 
1717  H  Street,  NW.,  Washington.  D.C. 
20555,  and  at  the  Business  and  Munici¬ 
pal  Department,  Sacramento  City- 
County  Library,  828  I  Street,  Sacra¬ 
mento,  California.  A  copy  of  both  items 
may  be  obtained  upon  request  addressed 
to  the  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Cwnmls- 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.  20555,  Attention. 
Director,  Division  of  Operating  Reactors. 


Dated  at  Bethesda,  Md.,  this  24th  day 
of  January  1977. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 

>■  Robert  W.  Reid, 
Chief.  Operating  Reactors 
Branch  #4,  Division  of  Op¬ 
erating  Reactors. 

[FR  Doc.77-3372  PUed  2-2-77;8;45  am] 


[Docket  No.  50-346] 

TOLEDO  EDISON  CO.  AND  CLEVELAND 

ELECTRIC  ILLUMINATING  CO.  (DAVIS- 

BESSE  NUCLEAR  POWER  STATION. 

UNIT  1) 

Availability  of  Safety  Evaluation  Report 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Office 
of  Nuclear  Reactor  Regulation  has  pub¬ 
lished  its  Safety  Evaluation  Report  on 
the  proposed  operation  of  the  Davis- 
Besse  Nuclear  Power  Station,  Unit  1,  to 
be  located  in  Ottawa  Coimty,  Ohio.  No¬ 
tice  of  recei^  of  the  Toledo  Edison  Com¬ 
pany  and  the  Cleveland  Electric  Illumi¬ 
nating  Company  application  to  construct 
and  operate  the  Davis-Besee  Nuclear 
Power  Station,  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  April  30,  1973  (38 
FR  10661). 

The  report  is  being  referred  to  the  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee  on  Reactor  Safeguards 
and  is  being  made  available  at  the  C(xn- 
mission’s  Public  Document  Room,  1717 
H  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.,  and 
at  the  Ida  Rupp  Public  Library,  310 
Madison  Street,  Port  Clinton,  Ohio  43452 
for  inspection  and  copying.  The  report 
(Document  No.  NUREG-0136)  c£m  also 
be  purchased,  at  current  rates,  from  the 
National  Technical  Information  Serv¬ 
ice,  Springfield,  Virginia  22161. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Md.,  this  9th  day 
of  December  1976. 


For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 


John  F.  Stolz, 

Branch  Chief,  Light  Water  Re¬ 
actors  Branch  #1,  Division  of 
Project  Management. 


[FR  Doc.77-3373  Piled  2-2-77;8:45  am] 


steam  generator  tubes  plugged  in  Surry 
Units  Nos.  1  and  2. 

'The  application  for  the  amendments 
complies  with  the  standards  and  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954, 
as  amended  (the  Act) ,  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations.  The  Com¬ 
mission  has  made  apporprlate  findings 
as  required  by  the  Act  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations  in  10  CFR 
Chapter  I,  which  are  set  forth  in  the  li¬ 
cense  amendments.  Prior  public  notice  of 
these  amendments  was  not  required  since 
the  amendments  do  not  involve  a  signifi¬ 
cant  hazards  consideration^ 

The  Commission  has  determined  that 
the  issuance  of  these  amendments  will 
not  result  in  any  significant  environ¬ 
mental  impact  and  that  pursuant  to  10 
CFR  51.5(d)  (4)  an  environmental  im¬ 
pact  statement,  or  negative  declaration 
and  environmental  impact  appraisal  need 
not  be  prepared  in  connection  with  issu¬ 
ance  of  these  amendments. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  the  licensee’s  filings  dated 
September  27, 1976,  as  supplemented  Oc¬ 
tober  19  and  29,  November  26,  December 
15, 1976,  January  3,  and  January  11, 1977, 
(2)  Amendments  No.  28  to  Licenses  Nos. 
DPR-32  and  DPR-37,  and  (3)  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  related  Safety  Elvaluation.  All 
of  these  items  are  available  for  public  In¬ 
spection  at  the  Commission’s  PubUc 
Document  Room,  1717  H  Street,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  and  at  the  Swem  Li¬ 
brary,  College  of  William  and  Mary,  Wil¬ 
liamsburg,  Virginia. 

A  copy  of  items  (2)  and  (3)  may  be  ob¬ 
tained  upon  request  addressed  to  the  U.S. 
Nuclear  Regulatory  CcHnmisslon.  Wash- 
ii^ton,  D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Director, 
Division  of  Operating  Reactors. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Md.,  this  19th  day 
of  January  1977. 


For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 


Robert  W.  Reid, 
Chief.  Operating  Reactors 
Branch  #4,  Division  of  Op¬ 
erating  Reactors. 

[FR  Doc.77-3374  PUed  2-2-77; 8: 45  am] 


[Dockets  Nob.  50-280,  50-281] 

VIRGINIA  ELECTRIC  &  POWER  CO. 

Issuance  of  Amendments  to  Facility 
Operating  Licenses 

The  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion  (the  CMiunission)  has  Issued 
Amendments  No.  28  to  Facility  Operat¬ 
ing  Licenses  Nos.  DPR-32  and  DPR-37 
issued  to  Virginia  Electric  &  Power  C(xn- 
pany  (the  licensee) ,  which  revised  Tech- 
nicsd  Specifications  for  operation  of  the 
Surry  Power  Station  Units  Nos.  1  and  2 
(the  facilities),  located  in  Surry  County, 
Virginia.  The  amendments  are  effective 
as  of  the  date  of  issuance. 

These  amendments  relate  to  fourth 
cycle  operation  for  Surry  Unit  No.  1  and 
modify  clad  flattening  limitations  and 
consider  the  emergency  core  cooling  S3rs- 
tem  analysis  for  an  average  of  15%  of  the 


[Docket  No.  50-280] 

VIRGINIA  ELECTRIC  &  POWER  CO. 

Notice  of  Issuance  of  Amendment  to 
Facility  Operating  License 

The  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission  (the  Commission)  has  issued 
Amendment  No.  29  to  Facility  Operating 
License  No.  DPR-32,  issued  to  Virginia 
Electric  &  Power  Company  (the  licens¬ 
ee),  for  operation  of  the  Surry  Power 
Station  Unit  No.  1  (the  facility)  located 
in  Surry  County,  Virginia.  The  amend¬ 
ment  is  effective  as  of  its  date  of  issu¬ 
ance. 

The  amendment  adds  a  condition  to 
the  license  related  to  the  repair  program 
for  the  steam  generators  of  Surry  Power 
Station  Unit  No.  1,  limiting  operation 
to  twenty  equivalent  days. 

The  Commisslcm  has  mad^pproprlate 
findings  as  required  by  the  Atomic  Energy 
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Act  of  1954,  as  amended,  and  the  Com- 
mlsslon’s  rules  and  regulations  In  10  CFR 
Chapter  I,  which  are  set  forth  In  the  li¬ 
cense  amendment.  Prior  public  notice  of 
this  amendment  was  not  required  since 
the  amendment  does  not  Involve  a  sig¬ 
nificant  hazards  consideration. 

The  Commission  has  determined  that 
the  Issuance  of  this  amendment  will  not 
result  In  any  significant  environmental 
impact  and  that  pursuant  to  10  CFR 
5  51.5(d)(4)  an  environmental  impact 
statement,  or  negative  declaration  and 
environmental  impact  appraisal  need 
not  be  prepared  in  connection  with  is¬ 
suance  of  this  amendment. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  the  licensee’s  submittals 
dated  October  25, 1976,  January  3  and  14, 
1977,  (2)  Amendment  No.  29  to  License 
No.  DPRr-32,  and  (3)  the  Commissiofi’s 
related  Safety  Evaluation.  All  of  these 
Items  are  available  for  public  InspectlMi 
at  the  Commission’s  Public  Document 
Room,  1717  H  Street,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C,  and  at  the  Swem  Library,  College 
of  William  and  Mary,  Williamsburg, 
Virginia. 

A  copy  of  Items  (2)  and  (3)  may  be 
obtain^  upon  request  addressed  to  the 
UJ5.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Di¬ 
rector,  Division  of  Operating  Reactors. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this 
19th  day  of  January  1977. 


For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 


sion. 


Robert  W.  Reid, 
Chief,  Operating  Reactors 
Branch  No.  4,  Division  of  Op¬ 
erating  Reactors. 


IFR  Doc.77-3055  Filed  2-2-77;8;45  am] 


[Docket  No.  60-3061 

WISCONSIN  PUBLIC  SERVICE  CORP., 
ET  AL 

Notice  of  Issuance  of  Amendment  to 
Facility  Operating  License 

The  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission  (the  Commission)  has  Issued 
Amendment  No.  12  to  Facility  Operating 
License  No.  DPRr-43,  Issued  to  Wisconsin 
Public  Service  Corporation,  Wisconsin 
Power  ti  Light  Company,  and  Madison 
Gas  &  Electric  Company  (the  licensees), 
which  revised  Technical  Specifications 
f(^  operation  of  the  Kewaunee  Nuclear 
Power  Plant,  located  In  Kewaunee,  Wis¬ 
consin.  The  amendment  is  effective  as  of 
Its  date  of  Issuance. 

Hie  amendment  revises  the  Technical 
Specifications  to  provide  additional  lim¬ 
iting  conditions  for  operatlcm  and  sur¬ 
veillance  requirements  for  the  Installed 
filter  systems  at  Kewaunee. 

The  application  for  amendment  com- 
plies  with  the  standards  and  require¬ 
ments  of  the  At(xnlc  Energy  Act  of  1954, 
as  amended  (the  Act) ,  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations.  The  Com¬ 
mission  has  made  appn^rlate  findings 
as  required  by  the  Act  and  the  Commls- 
slon’s  rules, and  regulations  In  10  CFR 
Chapter  I,  which  are  set  forth  In  the 
license  amendment.  Prior  public  notice 


of  this  amendment  was  not  required 
since  the  amendment  does  not  Involve  a 
significant  hazards  consideration. 

The  Commission  has  determined  that 
the  issuance  of  this  amendment  will  not 
result  in  any  significant  environmental 
impact  and  that  pursuant  to  10  CFR 
5  51.5(d)(4)  an  environmental  impact 
statement,  or  neagtlve  declaration  and 
environmental  impact  appraisal  need  not 
be  prepared  in  connection  with  Issuance 
of  this  amendment. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  the  application  for  amend¬ 
ment  dated  August  25,  1976,  as  supple¬ 
mented  October  12, 1976,  (2)  Amendment 
No.  12  to  License  No.  DPR-43,  and  (3) 
the  Commission’s  related  Safety  Evalua¬ 
tion.  All  of  these  items  are  available  for 
public  inspection  at  the  Commission’s 
Public  Document  Room.  1717  H  Street, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  and  at  the  Ke¬ 
waunee  Public  Library,  314  Milwaukee 
Street,  Kewaunee,  Wisconsin  54216.  A 
copy  of  items  (2)  and  (3)  may  be  ob¬ 
tained  upon  request  addressed  to  the 
UJ5.  Nudear  Regulatory  Ccmunlsskm, 
Washington,  D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Di¬ 
rector,  Division  of  Opmkting  Reactors. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  18th 
day  of  January  1977. 


For  the  Nuclear  Regulator^’  Commis 
Sion. 


A.  SCHWENCER, 

Chief,  Operating  Reactors 
Branch  No.  1,  Division  of  Op¬ 
erating  Reactors. 


[PR  Doc.77-3052  Filed  2-2-77;8;45  am) 


[Docket  No.  50-306] 

WISCONSIN  PUBLIC  SERVICE  CORP., 

WISCONSIN  POWER  AND  UGHT  CO. 

AND  MADISON  GAS  AND  ELECTRIC  CO. 

Issuance  of  Amendment  to  Facility  Operat¬ 
ing  License  and  Negative  Declaration 

The  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission  (the  Commission)  has  Issued 
Amendment  No.  13  to  Facility  Operating 
License  No.  DPR-43  Issued  to  Wisconsin 
Public  Service  Corp>oration.  Wisconsin 
Power  and  Light  Company,  and  Madison 
Gas  and  Electric  Company  which  revised 
Technical  Speclficatiwis  for  operation  of 
the  Kewaimee  Nuclear  Power  Plant  lo¬ 
cated  In  Kewaimee,  Wisconsin.  The 
amendinent  Is  effective  as  of  its  date  of 
Issuance'. 

The  amendment  revises  the  Technical 
Specificatimis  to  (1)  allow  use  of  other 
radiation  monitors  to  monitor  the  activ¬ 
ity  of  the  steam  generators,  (2)  remove 
a  restriction  which  prohibits  discharge 
of  water  ccmtalnlng  low  level  activity,  (3) 
allow  discharge  of  very  low  level  gaseous 
waste  without  a  45  day  retention  period, 
and  (4)  changes  the  reporting  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Environmental  Technical 
SpecifiesAions. 

The  applicaticms  for  the  amendment 
comply  with  the  standards  and  require¬ 
ments  ot  the  At(»nlc  Energy  Act  of  1954, 
as  amended  (the  Act) ,  and  the  Commis- 
skm’s  rules  and  regulations.  The  Com¬ 
mission  has  made  appn^rlate  findings  as 
required  by  the  Act  and  the  Commis¬ 


sion’s  rules  and  regulations  in  10  CFR 
Chapter  I,  which  are  set  forth  in  the 
license  amendment.  Prior  public  notice 
of  this  amendment  was  not  required  since 
the  amendment  does  not  involve  a  sig¬ 
nificant  hazards  consideration. 

The  Commission  has  prepared  an  en¬ 
vironmental  Impact  appraisal  for  the  re¬ 
vised  Technical  Specifications  and  has 
concluded  that  an  environmental  impact 
statement  for  this  particular  action  is 
not  warranted  because  there  will  be  no 
significant  environmental  Impact  attrib¬ 
utable  to  the  proposed  action. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  the  application  for 
amendment  dated  February  9,  1976,  as 
supplemented  May  18,  1976,  and  appli¬ 
cation  dated  July  30,  1976,  (2)  Amend¬ 
ment  No.  13  to  Faculty  Operating  Li¬ 
cense  No.  DPR-43,  and  (3)  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  related  Environmental  Impact 
Appraisal.  All  of  these  items  are  avaU- 
able  for  public  Inspection  at  tiie  Com¬ 
mission’s  Public  Document  Ro<mi,  1717 
H  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C,* 20555, 
and  at  Kewatmee  Public  Library,  314 
MUwaukee  Street,  Kewaimee,  Wisconsin 
54216.  A  copy  of  items  (2)  and  (3)  may 
be  obtained  upon  request  addressed  to 
the  UJ3.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washlngtim,  D.C.  20555,  Attention: 
Director,  Division  of  Operating  Reactors. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Md.,  this  21st  day 
of  January  1977. 


For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 


A.  SCHWENCER, 

Chief,  Operating  Reactors 
Branch  #1,  Division  of  Op¬ 
erating  Reactors. 


IFR  Doc.77-3375  Filed  2-2-77:8:45  am] 


NATIONAL  TRANSPORTATION 
SAFETY  BOARD 

[N-AR  77-6] 

AIRCRAFT  ACCIDENT  BRIEFS;  SAFETY 

RECOMMENDATIONS  AND. RESPONSE 

Availability  and  Receipt 

Aircraft  Accident  Briefs.  Hie  first  of 
five  volumes  of  computerized  briefs  of 
1976  general  aviation  accidents  to  be  re¬ 
leased  by  the  National  Transportation 
Safety  Bocu^  this  year  is  now  available. 
This  volume,  “Aircraft  Accident  Reports, 
UB.  Civil  Aviation,  Issue  Number  1  of 
1976  Accidents,”  Report  No.  NTSB-BA- 
76-6,  was  released  January  27. 

Issue  No.  1  reports  on  893  selected  ac¬ 
cidents  which  occurred  In  the  United 
States  last  year,  presenting  the  facts, 
conditions,  circumstances,  and  probable 
cause  (s)  for  each  accident.  Additional 
statistical  information  Is  tabulated  by 
type  of  accident,  phase  of  operation,  kind 
of  fi3dng.  Injury  index,  aircraft  damage, 
conditions  of  light,  pilot  certificate,  in¬ 
juries,  and  causal  factors. 

In  its  press  release  No.  SB-77-4  an¬ 
nouncing  the  availability  of  Issue  No.  1, 
the  Safety  Board  calls  on  all  instrument¬ 
rated  pilots  to  “approach  every  instru¬ 
ment  fllgdit  as  you  did  your  first.”  The 
press  release  cites  one  of  the  gaieral  avl- 
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ation  accidents  included  in  this  volume — 
the  crash  of  a  Gates  Lear  Jet  during  a 
bad-weather  approach.  Both  pilots  and 
four  of  the  six  passengers  al^rd  died 
when  the  small  twin-engine  jet  crashed 
1,000  yards  short  of  its  destination  run¬ 
way;  the  two  surviving  passengers  were 
seriously  injured.  Weather  at  the  acci¬ 
dent  site  at  the  time  of  the  crash  in¬ 
volved  a  ceiling  of  300  feet  and  visibility 
of  a  quarter  of  a  mile  or  less  in  fog  and 
freezing  rain.  This  was  below  the  flight’s 
landing  minimums.  The  Board  cited  “im¬ 
proper  IFR  operation”  as  the  probable 
cause  of  the  accident.  Contributing  fac¬ 
tors  listed  were  the  pilot’s  “improper  in¬ 
flight  decisions  or  planning,”  his  “inade¬ 
quate  preflight  preparation  and/or  plan¬ 
ning,”  and  the  low  ceiling  and  fog.  The 
Board  said  the  weather  forecasting  was 
substantially  correct. 

The  brief  reports  In  this  publication  con¬ 
tain  essential  Information  concerning  the 
accidents  reported;  more  detailed  data  may 
be  obtained  from  the  origlna!  factual  reports 
on  file  In  the  Washington  Office  of  the  Safety 
Board.  Upon  request,  factual  reports  will  be 
reproduced  commercially  at  an  average  cost 
of  25f  per  page  for  printed  matter,  gl.35  per 
page  for  black-and-white  photographs,  and 
$4.50  per  page  for  color  photographs,  plus 
postage.  Minimum  reproduction  charge  is 
$3.00;  an  additional  $4.00  user-service  charge 
will  be  made  for  each  order.  Bequests  should 
be  directed  to  the  Public  Inquiries  Section, 
National  Transportation  Scdety  Board,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20594.  The  requester  must  pro¬ 
vide  this  Information  concerning  the  acci¬ 
dent:  (1)  Date  and  place  of  occurrence,  (2) 
type  of  aircraft  and  registration  number,  and 
(3)  name  of  pilot. 

The  1976  Issue  No.  1  volume  may  be  pur¬ 
chased  from  the  National  Technical  Infor¬ 
mation  Service,  U.S.  Department  of  Com¬ 
merce,  Springfield,  Virginia  22151. 

Aviation  Safety  Recommendations. 
Investigation  of  the  crash  of  an  Alaska 
Airlines  B-727  at  Ketchikan  (Alaska) 
International  Airport  last  April  5  has 
prompted  the  Board  to  issue  three  safety 
recommendations  to  the  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Administration.  During  its  investiga¬ 
tion  the  Safety  Board  found  that  the 
FAA  had  not  inspected  the  airport’s 
crash/fire/rescue  (CFR)  capability  in  al¬ 
most  12  months.  Accordingly,  by  letter 
Issued  January  25,  the  Safety  Board  has 
recommended  that  the  FAA — 

Inspect  more  frequently  the  CFR  capabil¬ 
ities  of  certificated  airports,  e^>eclaUy  those 
in  Alaska,  to  assure  adequate  training  of 
personnel,  maintenance  and  (^rational 
readiness  of  CFR  equipment,  currency  of 
emergency  procedures,  and  avallabUlty  of 
qualified  personnel  to  conduct  and  to  direct 
CFR  activity.  (Recommendation  A-70-141) 

Initiate  a  program  for  those  airports  which 
have  no  full-time  CFR  crew,  especiaUy  those 
in  Alaska,  to  properly  train  and  equip  the 
personnel  that  must  respond  to  an  aircraft 
fire.  (A-76-142) 

Amend  14  CFR  Part  139  to  require  that 
airport  personnel  who  are  not  professional 
firefighters  but  who,  because  of  their  supo'- 
vlsory  status,  must  direct  CFR  (derations  at 
alrpMts,  be  qualified  to  perform  this  task. 
(A-76-143) 

Each  of  these  recommendations  is  desig¬ 
nated  “Class  n.  Priority  PoUowup.” 

Class  n  recimunendatlixis  A-77-1  and 
A-77-2,  directed  by  letter  of  January  27 


also  to  the  Federal  Aviation  Administra¬ 
tion,  resulted  friHn  the  Safety  Board’s 
investigation  of  the  crash  last  July  13  of 
a  Grumman  American  Model  AA-IB  air¬ 
plane  at  New  Cumberland,  West  Virginia, 
during  an  emergency  landing  which  fol¬ 
lowed  a  complete  loss  of  engine  power. 
Investigation  indicated  that  the  engine 
failed  as  a  result  of  fuel  starvation  even 
though  the  fuel  selector  was  positioned 
to  a  tank  which  contained  approximately 
3  gallons  of  fuel  (about  Va  full).  Since 
this  amount  of  fuel  substantially  exceeds 
the  1  gallon  of  unusable  fuel  per  tank 
designated  in  certification  criteria  appli¬ 
cable  to  this  airplane,  the  Safety  Board 
stated  that  the  design-related,  opera¬ 
tional  planning  aspects  of  the  accident 
warrant  review  and  appropriate  correc¬ 
tive  action  by  the  FAA.  Accordingly,  the 
Board  recommended  that  FAA — 

Conduct  tests  of  the  fuel  system  Installed 
in  the  Grumman  American  AA-IB  airplane 
to  ascertain  the  amount  of  usable  fuel  under 
the  most  adverse  fuel  feed  conditions,  in¬ 
cluding  the  effects  of  turbulence.  If  these 
flight  tests  so  dictate,  require  a  fuel  system 
design  change  in  all  newly  manufactured 
Grumman  American  AA-IB  airplanes  to  as¬ 
sure  11  gallons  of  usable  fuel  per  tank  under 
all  operational  conditions,  or  establish  a  new 
usable  fuel  supply  based  on  the  above  tests. 
(A-77-1) 

Issue  an  airworthiness  directive  pertaining 
to  all  Grumman  American  AA-IB  and  sim¬ 
ilar  models,  which  do  not  Incoiporate  this 
design  change  or  its  equivalent,  requiring 
that  subsequent  flight  operations  be  In  con¬ 
formance  with  the  newly  established  usable 
fuel  supply.  (A-77-2) 

Response  to  Safety  Board  Recommen¬ 
dations.  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
letter  of  January  18  is  in  answer  to  rec¬ 
ommendations  A-76-134  and  A-76-135, 
issued  following  Board  investigation  of 
an  incident  last  August  4  at  Miami 
(Florida)  International  Airport  which 
occurred  when  the  left  main  gear  of  a 
National  Airlines  B-727  jammed  in  an 
intermediate  position  in  a  partially 
closed  door.  The  Safety  Board  recom¬ 
mended  that  FAA  Issue  an  airworthiness 
directive  requiring  periodic  inspection 
and  replacement  of  all  7079-T6  alumi¬ 
num  aUoy  uplock  universal  blocks  when 
signs  of  corrosion  or  cracking  are  dis¬ 
covered.  (See  41  FR  48616,  November  4, 
1976.) 

FAA  states  that  it  has  carefully  re¬ 
viewed  the  information  obtained  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  FAA  GENOTs  (Notices 
8320.197  and  8320.200,  dated  August  25 
and  September  9,  1976,  respectively). 
Copies  of  these  notices  are  attached  to 
tiie  FAA  letter.  FAA  states  that  its  rec¬ 
ords  indicate  that  there  have  been  three 
failed  uplock  universal  blocks  reported 
in  addition  to  the  August  4, 1976,  failure. 
One,  which  was  cracked,  was  found  on  a 
routine  inspection.  The  others  were  ex¬ 
perienced  when  the  landing  gear  failed 
to  extend  hydraulically.  In  both  cases 
the  gear  was  extended  manually. 

According  to  FAA,  the  14  Boeing  727 
curators  Involved  are  handling  the 
problem  as  follows: 

1.  Thirteen  Inspect  the  universal  blocks 
during  scheduled  maintenance  checks  as 
noted  in  their  operations  specifications. 


2.  One  operator  has  removed  the  blocks 
twice  In  the  past  two  years  but  has  no  sched¬ 
uled  Inspection  period.  However,  this  oper¬ 
ator  Is  replacing  all  blocks  within  500  hours. 

3.  All  14  curators  replace  the  blocks  If 
cracks  are  found. 

4.  Six  operators  clean  and  treat  corroded 
blocks  If  within  limits.  Seven  operators  re¬ 
place  corroded  blocks. 

5.  When  blocks  are  replaced,  ten  operators 
are  using  the  7075-T73  type  and  four  are 
using  stainless  steel. 

In  view  of  the  corrective  measures 
taken,  FAA  concludes  that  issuance  of 
an  airworthiness  directive  is  not  neces¬ 
sary  at  this  time. 

The  safety  recommendation  letters  and  the 
press  relesise  referred  to  herein  are  available 
to  the  general  public;  single  copies  may  be 
obtained  without  charge.  Copies  of  the  letter 
in  response  to  recommendations  may  be  ob¬ 
tained  at  a  cost  of  $4.00  for  service  and  '0< 
per  page  for  reproduction.  All  requests  must 
be  in  writing.  Identified  by  recommendation 
numbw  and  date  ot  publication  of  this 
notice  In  the  Federai.  Rkoistbx.  Address  In¬ 
quiries  to;  Public  Inquiries  Section.  National 
TransporUtlon  Safety  Board.  Washington, 
DC.  20594. 

(Secs.  304(a)  (2)  and  307  of  the  Independent 
Safety  Board  Act  of  1974  (Pub.  L.  93-633,  88 
Stat.  2169,  2172  (49  VS.C.  1903,  1906) ).) 

Margaret  L.  Fisher, 
Federal  Register  Liaison  Officer. 

Janxtart  31,  1977. 

[FR  Doc.77-3411  FUed  2-2-77;8;45  a;  .] 


[Docket  No.  SA-455] 

AIRCRAFT  ACCIDENT— CAPE  MAY 

COUNTY  AIRPORT.  NEW  JERSEY 

Accident  Investigation  Hearing 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Na¬ 
tional  Transportation  Safety  Board  will 
convene  an  accident  Investigation  hear¬ 
ing  at  9:30  a.m.  e.s.t.,  on  February  22, 
1977,  in  the  Navigator/Windjammer 
Rooms  of  the  Holiday  inn  Motel, 
Rochester  and  Atlantic  Avenues,  Wild¬ 
wood  Crest,  New  Jersey. 

The  public  hearing  wlU  be  held  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  Safety  Board’s  investi¬ 
gation  of  an  accident  involving  an  Atlan¬ 
tic  City  Airlines,  Inc.,  DeHavllland  DHC- 
6  Twin  Otter,  NIOIAC,  which  occurred 
December  12,  1976,  near  the  Cape  May 
County  Airport,  New  Jersey. 

Leslie  D.  Kahpschro?, 

Hearing  Officer. 

January  28,  1977. 

[FR  Doc.77-3412  FUed  2-2-77;8:45  am] 


POSTAL  RATE  COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  MC76-41 

MAIL  CLASSIFICATION  SCHEDULE,  1976 
Order 

January  27,  1977. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  the  Administrative  Law  Judge’s  “Or¬ 
der  Establishing  Procedures  Pursuant 
To  Remand  Of  Proposal  Concerning  Ad¬ 
mission  of  Educational  Maps  Into  Spe¬ 
cial-Rate  Fourth-Class  Mall,”  dated 
January  27,  1977,  a  hearing  will  be  held 
In  the  Commission’s  Hearing  Room. 
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Suite  500,  2000  L  Street,  NW„  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.,  commencing  at  9:30  bjh.,  on 
Wednesday,  February  23,  1977,  to  con¬ 
tinue  until  and  Including  February  24 
(and  thereafter  as  may  be  scheduled  at 
the  hearing) ,  to  expedite  the  scheduling 
of  the  remanded  portion  of  this  docket, 
pursuant  to  Commission’s  Order  No.  148, 
issued  January  12,  1977. 

David  F.  Harris, 
Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.77-3318  FUed  2-2-77;8:46  am] 

SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[Bel.  No.  0621;  813-3982] 

ADMIRALTY  INVESTMENT  PLANS 

Filing  of  Application  for  Approval  of  Offer 
of  Exchange  and  for  Exemption 

January  27, 1977. 

In  the  Matter  of  Admiralty  Invest¬ 
ment  Plans  for  the  Accumulation  of 
Shares  of  Admiralty  Fund  Insurance 
Series;  Admiralty  Investment  Plans  for 
the  Accumulation  of  Shares  of  Admiral¬ 
ty  Fund  Growth  Series;  Capital  Accumu¬ 
lation  Program  of  Shares  of  Oppenhelm- 
er  A.IAL  Fund;  Oppenhelmer  A.I.M. 
Fund,  Inc.,  Oppenhelmer  Management 
Corporation,  One  New  York  Plaza,  New 
York,  New  York  10004  and  Bank  of 
California,  400  Callfomla  Street,  San 
Francisco,  Callfomla  94104. 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  that  Ad¬ 
miralty  Investment  Plans  for  the  Ac¬ 
cumulation  of  Shares  of  Admiralty  Fund 
Insurance  Series,  Admiralty  Investment 
Plans  for  the  Accumulation  of  Shares  of 
Admiralty  Fund  Growth  Series  (collec¬ 
tively  referred  to  herein  as  "Admiralty 
Plans”)  and  Capital  Accumulation  Pro¬ 
gram  of  Shares  of  Oppenhelmer  A.I.M. 
Fund  ("AIMCAP”),  efu:h  of  which  Is 
registered  as  a  unit  Investment  trust  un¬ 
der  the  Investment  Act  of  1940  (the 
"Act”) ;  Oppenhelmer  A J Jil.  Fund,  Inc. 
("AIM”),  which  Is  registered  under  the 
Act  as  an  open-end  management  Invest¬ 
ment  c<Nnpany;  Oppenhelmer  Manage¬ 
ment  Corporation,  Individually  and  as 
ttie  depositor  of  AIMCAP;  and  the  Bank 
of  Callfomla  NA.  ("Bank”)  have  filed 
an  application  pminiant  to  Sections.  6 
(c)  and  11(a)  of  the  Act  for  an  order 
approving  an  offer  of  exchange  to  be 
made  by  AIMCAP  to  the  planholders  of 
the  Admiralty  Plans  and  exempting  ap¬ 
plicants  and  certain  transactions  from 
the  provisions  of  Sections  22(d),  27(d), 
27(e)  and  27(f)  of  the  Act.  AH  Inter¬ 
ested  persons  are  referred  to  the  appli¬ 
cation  on  file  with  the  Commission  for  a 
statement  of  the  representations  made 
therein,  which  are  summarized  below. 

In  September  of  1971,  All  States  Man¬ 
agement  CcHnpany  ("AU  States”),  as 
sponsor  and  depositor  of  the  Admiralty 
Plans,  entered  into  a  custodian  agree¬ 
ment  with  the  Bank.  At  that  time,  AH 
States  was  the  Investment  adviser  and 
principal  tmderwitter  of  Admiralty 
P\md.  On  December  7,  1973,  Admiralty 
Fund  terminated  Its  Investment  advisory, 
and  principal  underwriting  agreements 


with  All  States  which  then  ceased  to 
function  as  sponsor  and  depositor  of  the 
Admiralty  Plans.  No  successor  sponsor 
or  depositor  has  been  appointed.  Ad¬ 
miralty  Fund  suspended  sale  of  its  shares 
to  the  Admiralty  Plans  on  January  22, 

1975.  Since  August  4,  1975,  Oppenhelmer 
Management  Corporation  (“OMC”)  has 
served  as  Interim  Investment  manager 
to  Admiralty  FMnd  on  an  at-cost  basis. 
On  May  14,  1976,  the  Board  of  Directors 
of  Admiralty  Fund  adopted,  subject  to 
shareholder  approval,  an  agreement  and 
articles  of  merger  with  AIM  pursuant  to 
which  Admiralty  Fund  would  be  merged 
with  and  into  AIM.  The  merger  was  ap¬ 
proved  by  shareholders  on  October  27, 

1976,  and  became  effective  December  7, 
1976.  OMC,  as  sponsor  and  depositor  of 
AIMCAP,  wishes  to  propose  to  the  plan- 
holders  of  the  Admiralty  Plans  that  they 
exchange  their  plans  for  securities  to 
be  Issued  by  AIMCAP. 

The  appUcatlon  states  tiiat  If  the  ex¬ 
change  offer  Is  made  subsequent  to  the 
merger  between  Admiralty  Fund  and 
AIM,  the  Admiralty  Fund  shares  held 
under  the  Admiralty  Plans  wHl  have  been 
exchanged  for  AIM  shares.  A  planholder 
who  acepts  the  offer  wfll  receive  an 
AIMCAP  Plan  certificate  and  the  AIM 
shares  credited  to  his  Admiralty  Plan 
win  be  transferred  to  the  AIMCAP  Plan 
received  In  the  exchange.  Additional  AIM 
shares  wHl  be  purchased  with  any  unin¬ 
vested  cash,  less  custodian  fees  and  sales 
charges,  which  may  have  been  paid  un¬ 
der  the  Admiralty  Plans  since  January, 
1975  at  net  asset  value.  A  planholder  wlH 
be  considered  to  have  made  the  same 
number  of  payments  under  the  AIMCAP 
Plan  as  has  been  made  by  him  under  his 
Admiralty  Plan.  Thereafter,  aH  Items 
of  his  Plan  wlH  be  In  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  the  AIMCAP  Plan. 

If  a  planholder  elects  ix>t  to  accept 
the  exchange  offer,  he  wfll  be  entitled  to 
receive  ettiier  the  AIM  shares  credited 
to  his  Admiralty  Plan,  phis  any  unin¬ 
vested  cash,  or  the  cash  redemption  value 
of  hb  Admiralty  Plan,  which  would  be 
based  upon  the  value  <A  the  AIM  shares 
hdd  thereunder.  Upon  tiie  expiration  of 
the  exchange  <^er,  the  Admiralty  Plans 
will  terminate  and  any  planholder  who 
has  not  responded  to  the  exchange  offer 
wfll  receive  aH  AIM  shares  credited  to 
his  Admiralty  Plan  accoimt  plus  aH  un¬ 
invested  cash  which  may  have  been  sent 
In  by  him  since  January,  1975.  OMC  and 
tile  Bank  Intend  to  act  as  Interim  spon¬ 
sor  and  Interim  custodian,  respectively, 
of  the  Admiralty  Plans  for  the  purpose 
of  taking  the  steps  necessary  to  termi¬ 
nate  the  Admiralty  Plans  and  consum¬ 
mate  the  exchange  offer. 

Investment  Data  Corporation  ("IDC”)’, 
the  administrator  of  Admiralty  Plans, 
has  advised  that  the  costs  that  wlH  be 
Incurred  by  It  to  facUltate  and  record 
the  above  described  transactions  and  to 
forward  the  records  of  Admiralty  Plans 
to  the  AIMCAP  administrates  are  ex¬ 
pected  to  approximate  $11,000.  IDC  has 
agreed  that  It  wfll  do  aU  that  Is  required 
to  enable  those  transactions  to  be  prop¬ 
erly  effected  and  recorded  and  to  com¬ 


plete  the  transfer  of  the  records  for  a 
fixed  fee  of  $11,000  which  wfll  be  charged 
ratably  to  all  the  planholder  accounts  of 
the  Admiralty  Plans.  In  addition,  fully 
paid-up  Admiralty  Plans  are  to  be 
charged  for  service  fees  for  1975  and  1976 
and  delinquent  planholders  (systematic 
payment  planholders  who  have  not  made 
any  payment  since  January  1,  1974)  will 
be  charged  for  service  fees  up  to  May 
1976. 

Sections  11  (a)  and  (c)  of  the  Act  re¬ 
quire  prior  Commission  approval  of  any 
offer  to  exchange  the  securities  of  a 
registered  unit  Investment  trust  for  the 
securities  of  any  other  investment  com¬ 
pany.  Section  22(d)  of  the  Act  provides. 
In  pertinent  part,  that  no  registered  in¬ 
vestment  ccHnpany  or  principal  under¬ 
writer  thereof  shall  seU  any  redeemable 
security  Issued  by  such  company  to  any 
person  except  at  a  current  offering  price 
described  In  the  prospectus. 

Under  Sections  27(d),  27(e)  and  27(f  > 
of  the  Act,  tile  holder  of  a  periodic  pay¬ 
ment  certificate  Is  given,  respectively. 
(1)  the  right  to  surrender  the  certificate 
at  any  time  within  the  first  18  months 
after  Its  Issuance  and  to  receive,  in  cash, 
the  value  of  his  account  and  an  amount 
equal  to  that  part  of  the  excess  paid  for 
sales  loading  which  Is  over  15  per  centum 
cA  the  gross  payments  made  by  the  cer¬ 
tificate  holder;  (2)  the  right  to  be  in¬ 
formed  in  writing.  In  the  event  that  he 
has  missed  a  certain  number  of  pay¬ 
ments,  that  he  may  surrender  his  certifi¬ 
cate  and  receive  the  aforementioned 
payments;  and  (3)  the  right,  within 
f(vty-five  days  after  the  mailing  of 
notice  of  his  right  of  withdrawal,  to  exer¬ 
cise  such  right  of  withdrawal,  by  sur¬ 
rendering  his  certificate  and  receiving  in 
payment,  cash  In  an  amount  equal  to  the 
value  of  his  account  and  an  amount 
equal  to  the  difference  between  the  gross 
payments  made  and  the  net  amount 
invested 

It  Is  contended  that  the  exchange  offer 
wfll  efbect  an  orderly  and  pronqjt  ter¬ 
mination  of  the  Admiralty  Plans  without 
^e  necessity  of  Utlgation  and  that  It  will 
provide  each  planholder  the  opportunity 
to  either  Uquldate  his  current  Investment 
or  to  continue  with  a  comparable  Icmg 
term  Investment  program  on  a  basis  that 
gives  effect  to  the  sales  charges  pre¬ 
viously  pidd  by  that  planholder. 

It  Is  also  contoided  that  the  granting 
of  the  pn^xKed  exemption  would  be  con¬ 
sistent  with  the  purposes  of  Section  22 
(d)  of  the  Act.  It  Is  asserted  that  as 
shares  of  Admiralty  Fund  have  been  un¬ 
available  for  sale  to  the  Admiralty  Plans 
the  exchange  offer  wlH  provide  plan- 
holders  with  the  opportunity  to  continue 
their  investment  programs  without  pay¬ 
ment  of  any  additional  sales  charge  In 
respect  (ff  Investments  already  made  in 
the  Admiralty  Plans. 

It  Is  also  contended,  as  to  the  notifica¬ 
tion  and  refund  rights  provided  by  Sec¬ 
tions  27(d),  27(e)  and  27(f)  of  the  Act, 
that  since  aH  ot  the  Admiralty  Plans 
have  been  Issued  at  least  18  months  and 
no  planhiflder  possesses  a  rlg^t  of  refund, 
and  since  the  object  of  the  exchange 
offer  Is  to  place  the  planholder  In  the 
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same  positkHi  as  iX  he  had  originally  pur¬ 
chased  an  AIMCAP  I^an  instead  ot  an 
Admiralty  Plan,  the  AIMCAP  Han  tesued 
in  exchange  for  the  Admiralty  Plan 
should  not  be  subject  to  a  refund  right. 

Section  6(c)  of  the  Act  provides  that 
the  Commission,  by  order  upon  applica¬ 
tion.  may  conditionally  or  uncondition¬ 
ally  exempt  any  person  or  transactloa 
from  any  provision  or  provisions  of  the 
Act  if  such  exemption  Is  necessary  or 
appropriate  in  the  public  Interest  and 
consistent  with  the  protection  (rf  inves¬ 
tors  and  the  purposes  fairly  intended  by 
the  policy  and  provisions  of  the  Act. 

Notice  is  f\irther  given  that  any  in¬ 
terested  persons  may.  not  later  than 
February  22.  1977.  at  5:30  pjn.,  submit 
to  the  Commission  in  writing  a  request 
for  a  hearing  on  the  matter  accompa¬ 
nied  by  a  statement  as  to  the  nature  ot 
his  Interest,  the  reason  for  such  request 
and  the  issues,  if  any,  of  fact  or  law  pro¬ 
posed  to  be  controverted,  or  he  may  re¬ 
quest  that  he  be  notified  if  the  CiOmmls- 
sion  should  order  a  hearing  there<xi.  Any 
such  communication  should  be  ad¬ 
dressed:  Secretary.  Securities  and  Ebc- 
change  Commission.  Washington.  D.C. 
20549.  A  copy  of  such  request  shall  be 
served  personally  or  by  mail  upon  the 
'  applicants  at  the  addresses  stated  above. 
Hoof  of  such  service  (by  affidavit,  or  in 
case  of  an  attorney -at- law.  by  certifi¬ 
cate)  shall  be  filed  contemporaneously 
with  the  request  As  provided  by  Rule 
0-5  of  the  Rules  and  Regulations  procn- 
ulgated  under  the  Act,  an  order  dispos¬ 
ing  of  the  application  will  be  issued  as 
of  course  following  said  date  unless  the 
Commission  thereafter  orders  a  hearing 
upon  request  or  upon  the  Commission*! 
own  motion.  Persons  who  request  a  hear¬ 
ing  or  advice  as  to  whether  a  hearing  Is 
ordered  will  receive  any  notices  and  or¬ 
ders  Issued  in  this  matter.  Including  tiie 
date  of  the  hearing  (If  ordered)  and  any 
postponements  thereof. 

By  the  Commission. 

George  Fitzsimmons. 

Secretan/, 

[PR  Doc.77-3377  Piled  2-2-77;8:45  am] 

[Release  No.  19860;  70-6668] 

ALABAMA'  POWER  CO.,  ET  AL. 

Proposal  To  Issue  First  Mortgage  Bonds 
for  Sinking  Fund  Purposes 

January  27.  1977. 

In  the  Matter  of  ALABAMA  POWER 
COMPANY.  P.O.  Box  2641,  Birmingham, 
Alabama  35291.  GULP  POWER  COM¬ 
PANY,  P.O.  Box  1151.  Pensacola,  Florida 
32520.  GEORGIA  POWER  CX)MPANY, 
P.O.  Box  4545,  Atlanta,  Georgia  30302. 
MISSISSIPPI  POWER  COMPANY,  P.O. 
Box  4079,  Gulfport.  Mississippi  39501. 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  that  Alabama 
Power  Company  (“Alabama”),  Gulf 
Power  Company  (“Gull”),  Georgia 
Power  Company  (“Georgia”),  and  Mis¬ 
sissippi  Power  Company  (•‘Ikflsslsslppl’*) , 
an  of  which  are  public-utility  subsidi¬ 
aries  of  The  Southern  Ccanpany,  a  regis¬ 
tered  holding  company,  have  filed  a 


declaration  with  this  Commission  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  Public  Utility  Holding  Com¬ 
pany  Act  of  1935  (“Act”),  designating 
Sections  6(a)  and  7  of  the  Act  and  Rule 
50(a)  (5)  promulgated  thereunder  as  ap¬ 
plicable  to  the  following  proposed  trans¬ 
actions.  All  interested  persons  are  re¬ 
ferred  to  the  declaration,  which  is  siun- 
marized  bdow.  for  a  complete  statement 
of  the  proposed  transactions. 

Alabama.  Georgia,  Gulf  and  Missis¬ 
sippi  propose  to  issue  their  respective 
First  Mortgage  Bonds  (“Sinking  Fund 
Bonds”)  and  to  surrender  such  Sinking 
Fund  B<xids  to  the  trustees  under  their 
respective  Indentures  for  the  purpose  of 
satisfying  the  .sinking  fund  (improve¬ 
ment  fimd.  in  the  case  of  Alabama)  re¬ 
quirements  thereunder  for  1977.  The 
amounts  and  series  of  Sinking  Fund 
Bonds  are  ixx^xised  to  be  issued  as  fol¬ 
lows: 


Aiiwit 

Birtw 

AMann* 

tiamooo 

m  pet  Mriee  dw 

OMtSiS- 

lAwaooo 

ISK. 

Vi  pet  ariw  doi 

OoH  ..  . _ 

3,  MB.  000 

X33i.000 

Vi  pet  wmkm  dw 

wbHMnri _ 

1«S(. 

Vi  pet  aeriei  dot 

im 

TTie  Sinking  Fund  Bemds  are  to  be  Is¬ 
sued  on  the  bcurts  of  unfimded  net  proH 
erty  additions,  thus  making  avallaMe  for 
construction  purposes  cash  which  would 
otherwise  be  needed  to  satisfy  the  sink¬ 
ing  fund  requirements  or  to  purchase 
bonds  to  be  used  for  such  purpose  It  M 
stated  that  currently,  Alabama  does  not 
have  the  necessary  coverage  to  issue  any 
additional  bonds  under  its  Indenture  be¬ 
cause  of  a  lack  of  earnings.  If  at  the  time 
necessary  to  satisfy  the  sinking  fund  re¬ 
quirement,  Alabama  is  imable  to  issue 
additional  bonds  for  that  purpose  ft  win 
be  necessary  for  Alabama  to  satisfy  such 
requirement  by  depositing  cash  with  its 
trustee  It  is  stated  that  the  ddlv«y  of 
the  Sinking  F^md  Bonds  is  exempt  from 
the  competitive  bidding  requirements  of 
Rule  50  by  reason  of  clause  (a)  (5)  t|^ere- 
of  Inasmuch  as  such  Bonds  wlU  not  con¬ 
stitute  obligations  erf  the  companies  for 
the  payment  of  money. 

The  fees,  commissions,  and  expenses 
incurred  or  to  be  Incurred  in  connection 
with  the  proposed  transactions  wlU  ag¬ 
gregate  $8,000,  of  which  total  fees  for 
legal  counsel  will  be  $1,600.  The  Alabama 
Public  Service  Commission  has  author¬ 
ized  the  issuance  of  the  bonds  by  Ala¬ 
bama.  The  Georgia  Public  Service  Com- 
mL3slon  and  the  Florida  Public  Service 
Commission  have  jurisdiction  over  the 
Issuance  of  the  Sinking  F^md  Bonds  by 
Georgia  and  Gulf,  respectively.  It  is  stat¬ 
ed  that  no  other  state  commission  and 
no  federal  commission,  other  than  this 
Commission,  has  jurisdiction  over  the 
pr(^x)sed  transactioDs. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  inter¬ 
ested  person  may,  not  later  than  Febru¬ 
ary  22,  1977,  request  In  writing  that  a 
hearing  be  held  on  such  matter,  stating 
the  nature  of  his  interest,  the  reasons  for 
such  request,  and  the  Issues  of  fact  tx 
law  raised  by  sald  declaration  which  he 
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desires  to  controvert;  or  he  may  request 
that  he  be  notified  if  the  Commission 
should  order  a  hearing  thereon.  Any 
such  request  should  be  addressed:  Sec¬ 
retary.  Securities  and  Exchange  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington.  D.C.  20549.  A  copy 
of  such  request  should  be  served  per¬ 
sonally  or  ^  mail  upon  the  declarants 
at  the  above-stated  addresses,  and  pro<rf 
of  service  (by  affidavit  or,  in  case  of  an 
attorney  at  law,  by  certificate)  should 
be  filed  with  the  request.  At  any  time 
after  said  date,  the  declaratlcoi,  as  filed 
or  as  it  may  be  amended,  may  be  per¬ 
mitted  to  become  ^ective  as  provided 
in  Rule  23  of  the  G^eral  Rules  and  Reg¬ 
ulations  iHPmulgated  imder  the  Act.  or 
the  CommissioQ  may  grant  exemption 
from  such  rules  as  provided  in  Rules 
30(a)  and  100  thereof  or  take  such  other 
action  as  it  may  deem  appropriate.  Per¬ 
sons  who  request  a  hearing  or  advice  as 
to  v^ether  a  hearing  is  ordered  will  re¬ 
ceive  any  notices  and  orders  Issued  in 
this  matter,  including  the  date  of  the 
hearing  (if  ordered)  and  any  postpone¬ 
ments  thereof. 

For  tbe  Commission,  by  the  Division 
of  Corporate  Regidatlon,  pursuant  to 
ddegated  authority. 

Gbosge  A.  F’rrzsiMMONs, 

Secretarjf. 

[YB  Doe.77-SS78  Filed  3-3-77:8:45  am] 


[Release  Hol  94-13303;  File  No.  SR  .\mex 
77-1] 

AMERICAN  STOCK  EXCHANGE,  INC. 

Apposed  Rule  Change  by  Self-Regulatory 
Organization 

Pursuant  to  Section  19(b)  (1)  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934,  15  U-S. 
C.  78s(b)(l).  as  amended  Pub.  L. 
Na  94-29,  16  (June  4.  1975).  notice  is 
her^y  given  that  on  January  17.  1977. 
the  American  Stock  Fbcchange,  Inc.  (the 
“Amex’U  filed  with  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Ccxmnlsslmi  a  proposed  rule 
change  as  follows: 

Statement  or  the  Terms  gw  Substance 

or  THE  Proposed  Rule  Change 

The  proposed  recisskm  of  Rules  48L 
483  and  485  and  the  adoption  of  new 
Rule  481  win  eliminate  the  requirement 
that  members  and  member  organiza¬ 
tions  obtain  prior  Amex  approval  of  ad¬ 
vertisements.  radio  and  television  broad¬ 
casting  and  telephone  market  reports. 
Such  material  wt^d  require  approval  of 
a  member,  afiied  membCT  or  appropriate 
supervisory  person  of  a  membCT  organi¬ 
zation,  would  be  required  to  conform  to 
the  Exhange’s  standard  for  communica¬ 
tions  with  the  public,  and  would  be  sub¬ 
ject  to  review  by  the  Amex. 

The  text  of  the  rule  changes  are  at¬ 
tached  as  Exhibit  A. 

PURPOSE  OF  proposed  CHANGES 

Under  the  proposed  changes.  Rules 
481,  483  and  485  would  be  rescinded. 
Rule  481  requires  members  and  member 
organizations  to  obtain  prior  Amex  ap¬ 
proval  of  advertisements.  lUile  485  re¬ 
quires  members  and  member  organiza¬ 
tions  to  obtain  prior  Amex  approval  for 
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radio  and  television  broadcasting  and 
telephone  market  reports.  'Rie  substance 
of  Rule  483  relates  to  reports,  mai^et 
letters  and  sales  literature,  and  is  in¬ 
corporated  into  new  Rule  481.  New  Rule 
481  also  requires  prior  approval,  by  a 
member,  allied  member  or  authorized 
supervisory  person  of  a  member  organi¬ 
zation,  of  advertising  issued  by  a 
member  organization.  A  definition  of  ad- 
vertisi^  has  been  added  to  Include  “any 
material  for  use  in  any  newspaper  or 
magazine  or  other  public  medium  or  by 
radio,  telephone  recording  or  television.” 
Members  and  member  organizations  will 
be  required  to  retain  such  material  for 
inspection  by  the  Amex.  The  standards 
set  forth  in  ^e  Commentary  to  Rule  484 
(which  is  to  be  renumbered  Rule  483). 
will  not  be  amended  and  will  continue  to 
be  applicable  to  advertising  and  broad¬ 
casting  activities. 

These  amendments  properly  place 
compliance  with  advertising  standards 
In  the  dxxnain  of  member  organization 
management  which  will  be  responsible 
for  adherence  with  the  standards  for 
communlcati(»is  with  the  public  set 
forth  In  the  Commentary  to  Rule  484 
(which  Is  to  be  renumbered  Rule  483). 
Further,  It  also  eliminates  potential 
delays  and  burdens  on  member  organi¬ 
zations. 

Advertising  will  be  reviewed  by  the 
Amex  after  publication  on  a  sampling 
basis.^  This  method  of  surveillance  is 
used  with  all  other  Investment  litera¬ 
ture  (market  letters,  research  reports), 
i.e.,  a  one-month  sample  is  requested 
once  a  year.  Failure  to  comply  to  stand¬ 
ards  may  subject  the  m^ber  or  member 
organization  to  enforcement  proceed¬ 
ings.  Since  the  Stcuiities  Exchange  Act 
of  1934  does  not  address  Itself  to  surveil¬ 
lance  procedmes  to  be  used  by  self-r^- 
ulators,  the  Amex  is  of  the  opinion  that 
the  amended  review  procedures  will  con¬ 
tinue  to  fulfill  the  regulatory  obliga¬ 
tions. 

The  proposed  rescission  of  Rules  481, 
483  and  485  and  the  adc^tion  of  new 
Rule  481  is  based  on  Section  6(b)  (8)  of 
the  Securities  Excdiange  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended  by  the  Securities  Acts  Amend¬ 
ments  of  1975,  which  provides  that  the 
rules  of  an  exchange  may  not  “Impose 
any  biurd^  on  competition  not  necessary 
or  appropriate  in  furtherance  of  the 
pinpose  of  this  title.” 

(i)  TTie  Amex  has  the  staff  to  review 
members  and  members  organizations  for 
ccxnpliance  with  standards  for  communi¬ 
cations  with  the  public  set  forth  in  the 
Commentary  to  Rule  484  (to  be  renum¬ 
bered  Rule  483)  and  in  the  Act.  (The 
Amex  will  be  reviewing  only  those  mem¬ 
bers  and  member  organizations  which  are 
not  also  members  of  the  New  York  Stock 


1  Advertising  review  of  dual  members  of  the 
Amex  and  the  New  York  Stock  Exchange 
would  be  allocated  to  the  Utter  under  the 
Joint  Plan  for  allocating  regulatory  re^>on- 
sibUity  recently  filed  with  the  Commission. 
The  Amex’s  responsibilities  with  respect  to 
options  adverthdng  (Rule  991)  would  not  be 
subject  to  such  allocation,  and  would  not  be 
affected  by  the  proposed  amendments. 


Exchange.)  This  will  be  accomplished  by 
a  spot  check  of  advertising  materiaL 
Fallme  to  comply  with  the  standards  or 
the  Act  may  result  in  enforcement 
proceedings  against  the  member  or  mem¬ 
ber  organization. 

The  proposed  rule  changes  maintain 
the  standards  of  truthfulness  and  good 
taste  in  advertising.  Such  standards  re¬ 
late  to  the  requirements  of  Section  9(a) 
and  10(b)  of  the  Act. 

No  comments  were  solicited  or  received 
in  connection  with  the  proposed  changes. 

The  proposed  rescission  of  the  re¬ 
quirement  of  pre-approval  for  advertis¬ 
ing  eliminates  a  possible  burden  on  com¬ 
petition  since  many  nonmember  broker/ 
dealers  are  not  subject  to  such  a  re¬ 
quirement. 

On  or  before  March  14, 1977,  or  within 
such  longer  p>eriod  (i)  as  the  Commission 
may  designate  up  to  90  days  of  such  date 
if  it  finds  such  longer  period  to  be  ap¬ 
propriate  and  publishes  its  reasons  for  so 
finding  or  (ii)  cts  to  which  the  above- 
mentioned  self-regulatory  organization 
consents,  the  Commission  will: 

(A)  By  order  approve  such  proposed 
Rule  change,  or 

(B)  Institute  proceedings  to  determine 
whether  the  proposed  rule  change  should 
be  disapproved. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  data,  views  and  arguments 
concerning  the  foregoing.  Persons  desir¬ 
ing  to  make  written  submissions  should 
file  6  copies  thereof  with  the  Secretary 
of  the  Commission,  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20549.  Copies  of  the  filing  with  respect 
to  the  foregoing  and  of  all  written  sub¬ 
missions  will  be  available  for  inspection 
and  copying  in  the  Public  Reference 
Room,  1100  L  Street,  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  Copies  of  such  'filing  will  also  be 
available  for  inspection  and  copying  at 
the  principal  office  of  the  Amex.  All  sub¬ 
missions  ^ould  refer  to  the  file  number 
referenced  In  the  capUmi  above  and 
should  be  submitted  on  or  before  Febru¬ 
ary  24,  1977  of  the  date  of  this  publica¬ 
tion. 

For  the  Commission  by  the  Dlvisicm  of 
Market  Regulation,  pursuant  to  delegated 
authority. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

January  25,  1977. 

Exhibit  A 

AMERICAN  STOCK  EXCHANGE,  INC. 

The  Amex  proposes  to  rescind  Rules  481, 
483  and  486  In  their  entirety,  as  follows: 

(Brackets  indicate  words  to  be  deleted,  italics 
indicate  words  to  be  added) 

Approval  of  Advertisements 

Rule  481.  Every  advertisement  of  a  member, 
member  firm  (h  member  corporation  shall  be 
submitted  to  the  Exchange  for  approval  as 
to  form  of  presentation  prior  to  publication, 
unless  the  copy  is  in  a  general  form  prevlous- 
ly  approved.  The  provisions  of  this  rule  shall 
not  to  any  advertisement  of  a  member, 

member  firm  or  member  ooriwrataon  subject 
to  stmiisr  requirements  of  the  New  York 
Stock  Exchange  exc^t  that  a  copy  of  any 
advertisement  referring  to  any  security 


traded  on  the  American  Stock  Exchange  sbaU 
be  filed  with  the  Exchange. 

Amendments. 

September  8,  1962. 

October  1,  1964. 

.  .  .  Commentary 

.10  Information  Regarding  Advertising. — 
Provided  that  they  are  In  a  general  form 
previously  apiH-oved,  the  following  routine 
advertisements  and  business  annoimcements 
do  not  have  to  be  submitted  to  the 
Exchange : 

(1)  Business  cards; 

(2)  Announcements  stating  that  specific 
unlisted  securities  are  bought,  sold  and 
quoted; 

(3)  Announcements  of  dissolution;  and 

(4)  Announcements  of  Exchange-ap¬ 
proved:  firm  or  corporation  formations; 
partnership,  officer,  director  or  stockholder 
changes;  new  offices;  and  employment  of  reg¬ 
istered  representatives. 

Underwriting  advertisements  do  not  re¬ 
quire  Exchange  approval  unless  a  member 
organization  In  advertising  with  a  non-mem¬ 
ber  wishes  to  identify  Itself  as  a  member 
of  the  American  Stock  Exchange. 

AU  other  advertisements  should  be  sub¬ 
mitted  In  duplicate  to  the  Membership  Serv¬ 
ices  Division  for  pre-publl<»tlon  review.  One 
(x>py  will  be  returned  bearing  Exchange  ap¬ 
proval  and/or  suggested  changes  as  to  form 
of  presentation. 

Standards  relating  to  the  preparation  of 
advertisements  are  set  forth  In  Paragraph 
9495  of  these  Rules. 

.20  Requirements  Administered  by  S.E.C.  for 
Over-the-CSounter  Brokers  and  Dealers. — 
Members  are  reminded  that  unless  registered 
as  a  broker  or  dealer  with  the  Securities  and 
Exchange  Commission  under  Section  15(b) 
of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934,  they 
may  not  adv^tlse  through  the  facilities  of 
interstate  commerce  with  respect  to  over- 
the-co\mter  securities  except  In  the  case  of 
securities  specifically  exempted  imder  the 
following  Rules  and  Regulations  of  the  Com¬ 
mission: 

(a)  S.E.C.  Rule  15a-l  relating  to  certain 
types  of  notes  or  bonds  secured  by  lien  on 
real  estate; 

(b)  SE.C.  Rule  15a-2  relating  to  certain 
securities  of  cooperative  aparfinent  houses; 
and 

(c)  S.E.C.  Rule  15a-S  relating  to  specialists’ 
block  purchases  and  sales  of  securities  off  the 
Floor,  when  approved  by  the  Exchange. 

Research  Reports,  Market  Letters  and 
Sales  Literature 

Rule  483.  Any  printed  or  processed  research 
report,  market  letter  or  sales  literature  pre¬ 
pared  and  Issued  by  a  member,  member  firm 
or  member  corporation  for  general  distribu¬ 
tion  to  customers  or  to  the  public  shall: 

(a)  as  to  all  such  materials  other  than  re¬ 
search  reports,  be  approved  prior  to  distribu¬ 
tion  by  the  member,  by  a  general  partner  of 
the  member  firm,  by  an  officer  or  member  of 
the  member  corporation,  or  by  a  qualified 
employee  authorized  to  act  In  his  behalf;  and 

(b)  as  to  research  reports,  be  prepared  or 
approved  by  a  supervisory  analyst  acceptable 
to  the  Exchange  under  the  provisions  of  Rule 
343  and  be  approved  for  dlslaibution  by  a 
person  igieclfied  In  subparagraph  (a)  above 
unless  the  iqiprovlng  supervisory  analyst 
meets  one  of  the  requirements  thereof. 

Retention  copies  of  research  reports,  market 
letters  and  sales  literature  shall  bear  the 
name(s)  of  the  persons  approving  the  publi¬ 
cation  and  distribution  thereof;  shall  Iden¬ 
tify  the  Indlvldual(s)  who  prepared  the  ma¬ 
terial;  and  shall  be  retained  by  the  originat¬ 
ing  member,  member  firm  or  member  corpo- 
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ration  and  kept  readily  available  for  at  least 
three  years. 

Amendments. 

October  1. 1964. 

June  1,  1970. 

.  .  .  Commentary 

.10  Information  Regarding  Market  Letters, 
Research  Reports  and  Sales  Literature. — The 
term  “market  letter”  refers  to  any  commen¬ 
tary  concerning  the  securities  markets.  In¬ 
dividual  securlUes,  business  conditions,  gov¬ 
ernment  affairs  and  financial  matters.  It  also 
Includes  copy  on  Investment  subjects  pre¬ 
pared  for  publication  In  newspapers  and 
periodicals. 

The  term  “research  report”  refers  to  an 
analysis  and  evaluation  of  the  Investment 
merits  of  a  comp>any  or  of  an  Industry. 

The  term  “sales  Uterature”  refers  to  any 
material  describing  a  member  organization’s 
facilities  and  services,  discussing  the  role  of 
securities  Investment  in  an  Individual’s  fi¬ 
nancial  planning,  or  calling  attention  to  sales 
materials  prepared  for  general  distribution. 
Wires  and  written  communications  for  gen¬ 
eral  Internal  distribution  are  subject  to  the 
requirements  of  this  rule  If  they 

(a)  pertain  to  secvuitles.  industries  or  gen- 
erM  market  conditions,  and  as  shown  or  dis¬ 
tributed  to  the  public,  or 

(b)  are  used  in  making  recommendations 
to  customers. 

Wires  and  written  communications  In  re¬ 
sponse  to  specific  Inquiries  or  Intended 
strictly  for  Internal  use  are  exempt  from 
this  rule. 

Standards  relating  to  the  preparation  of 
market  letters,  research  reports  and  sales 
literature  are  set  fwth  in  Paragraph  9495  of 
these  Rules. 

Radio,  TzLEvisioif.  ’TEtEPHONX  Reports 

Rule  485.  Any  member,  member  firm  or 
member  corporation  desiring  to  Include 
American  Stock  Exchange  market  prices  In 
radio  or  televlsloii  broadcasts  or  In  public 
telephone  market  reports,  or  to  use  radio 
or  television  broadcasts  for  any  business  pur¬ 
pose,  shall  first  obtain: 

(a)  Exchange  consent  by  submitting  an 
outline  of  the  program  and  an  example  of  the 
script  to  be  used,  and 

(b>  Exchange  approval  of  the  text  of  all 
commercial  messages  to  be  used. 

Copies  of  all  commercial  messages  and  pro¬ 
gram  material  (except  lists  of  market  prices) 
used  In  radio  or  television  broadcasts  or  In 
telephone  market  reports  by  members,  mem¬ 
ber  firms  or  member  corporations  shall  be 
retained  and  kept  readily  available  for  at 
least  one  year.  Program  materials  supplied 
by  a  member,  member  firm  or  member  cor¬ 
poration  for  ose  in  radio  or  television  broad¬ 
casts  without  sponsorship  shall  be  subject 
to  the  same  requirements. 

The  provisions  of  this  Rule  shall  not  i^ply 
to  radio  or  television  broadcasts,  or  telephone 
market  reports  by  a  member,  metnb^  firm 
or  member  corporation  subject  to  similar  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  New  York  Stock  Exchange 
except  that  a  copy  of  any  commercial  mes¬ 
sage  or  program  material  referring  to  any 
security  traded  on  the  American  Stock  Ex¬ 
change  (except  lists  of  market  in’ices)  shall 
be  filed  with  the  Exchange. 

Amendments. 

October  1. 1964. 

.  .  .  Commentary 

.10  Standards  relating  to  the  preparation 
of  program  copy  and  commercial  messages 
are  set  forth  In  Pvagraph  9496  of  these 
Rules. 

The  Amex  proposes  to  adopt  new  Rule  481 
to  read  as  follows: 


Adxertiaing,  Market  Letters,  Soles  Literature, 
Research  Reports  and  Writing  Activities 

Rule  481.  Each  advertisement,  market  let¬ 
ter,  research  report  and  all  sales  literature 
prepared  and  issued  by  a  member  or  member 
organisation  for  general  distribution  to  cus¬ 
tomers  or  the  public  shall  be  approved  in 
advance  by  a  member,  allied  member  or 
competent  authorized  delegate.  In  addition, 
research  reports  shall  be  prepared  or  ap¬ 
proved  by  a  supervisory  analyst  acceptable 
to  the  Exchange  under  the  provisions  of 
Rule  343.  In  the  event  that  the  member  or¬ 
ganisation  has  no  principal  or  employee 
qualified  with  the  Exchange  to  approve  such 
material,  it  shall  be  approved  by  a  qualified 
supervisory  analyst  in  another  member  or¬ 
ganisation  by  arrangement  between  the  two 
member  organisations. 

The  term  "sales  literature’'  refers  to  printed 
or  processed  material  interpreting  the  facili¬ 
ties  offered  by  a  member  organisation  or  its 
personnel  to  the  public,  discussing  the  place 
of  investment  in  an  individual's  financial 
planning,  or  calling  attention  to  any  market 
letter,  research  report  or  sales  literature, 
which  is  prepared  for  and  given  general  dis¬ 
tribution. 

Internal  wires,  memoranda  and  other  writ¬ 
ten  communications  to  branch  offices  or  cor¬ 
respondent  firms  which  refer  to  securities, 
industries  or  the  market  in  general  and 
which  are  shown  or  distributed  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  are  subject  to  these  standards;  internal 
sales  communications  to  be  used  in  making 
recommendations  to  customers  are  also  sub¬ 
ject  to  these  standards.  All  such  material 
should  be  approved  in  advance  by  a  mem¬ 
ber,  allied  member  or  competent  authorized 
delegate,  and  retained  by  the  firm  far  three 
years  subject  to  review  by  the  Exchange. 

Internal  wires  and  memoranda  carrying 
flash  news,  or  in  response  to  specific  inquir¬ 
ies  are  exempt  from  these  standards.  Wires 
marked  “For  Internal  Use*  or  “ConfidentiaV* 
are  also  exempt  if  their  distribution  is  actu¬ 
ally  internal.  However,  close  supervision 
must  be  exercised  to  be  sure  that  these  com¬ 
munications  are  used  only  for  internal  pur¬ 
poses. 

Standards  for  advertising,  market  letters, 
sales  literature,  research  reports,  radio,  tele¬ 
vision  and  writing  activities  are  set  forth  in 
Paragraph  9495  of  these  Rules. 

Advertisements,  marked  letters,  sales  Ut¬ 
erature  and  research  reports  which  refer  to 
the  market  or  to  specific  companies  or  secu¬ 
rities.  listed  or  unlisted,  shall  be  retained 
for  at  least  three  years  by  the  member  or 
member  organization  which  prepared  the 
material.  The  copies  retained  shall  contain 
the  name  or  names  of  the  persons  who  pre¬ 
pared  the  material  and  the  name  or  names 
of  the  persons  approving  its  issuance,  and 
shall  at  all  times  within  the  three-year  pe¬ 
riod  be  readily  available. 

. . .  Supplementary  Material: 

.10  Information  regarding  advertisements, 
market  letters,  research  reports  and  sales  lit¬ 
erature. 

The  requirement  for  three-year  retention 
of  such  material  applies  only  to  members  and 
member  organizations  which  prepared  it  for 
distribution. 

The  term  “advertisement”  refers  to  any 
material  for  use  in  any  newspaper  or  maga¬ 
zine  or  other  pubUe  medium  or  by  radio, 
telephone  recording  or  television. 

The  term  “market  letter”  refers  to  any 
publication,  printed  or  processed,  which  com¬ 
ments  on  the  securities  market  or  individsul 
securities  and  is  prepared  far  general  dis¬ 
tribution  to  the  organization’s  customers  or 
to  the  pubUe.  It  also  includes  material  on 
investment  subjects  prepared  by  a  member 


or  personnel  of  a  member  organization  for 
publication  in  newspapers  and  periodicals. 

The  term  “research  report”  refers  to 
printed  or  processed  analyses  covering  indi¬ 
vidual  companies  or  industries. 

The  Amex  proposes  to  renumber  Rule  484 
as  Rule  483,  as  follows: 

Advertisements  Regarding  Security  Listings 

Rule  483.  [Rule  484]  No  member,  member 
firm  or  member  corporation  shall  without 
the  prior  approval  of  the  Exchange,  In  any 
advertisement  or  In  any  form,  general  or 
circular  letter,  make  reference  to  any  iqipll- 
catlon.  pending  or  proposed,  to  list  a  security 
upon  the  Exchange. 

[FR  Doc.77-3384  Filed  2-3-77:8:45  am) 


[Release  No.  13302;  SR-CBOE-76-22] 

CHICAGO  BOARD  OPTIONS  EXCHANGE, 
INC. 

Order  Approving  Proposed  Rule  Change 
JANTTAKT  25.  1977. 

On  Etecember  1,  197®,  the  Chicago 
Board  Options  Exchange.  Incoiporated 
LaSalle  at  Jackson.  Chicago,  Illinois 
60604,  filed  with  the  Commission,  pursu¬ 
ant  to  Section  19(b)  of  the  Securities  Ex¬ 
change  Act  of  1934  (the  “Act”),  as 
amended  by  the  Securities  Acts  Amend¬ 
ments  of  1975,  and  Rule  19b-4  there¬ 
under,  copies  of  a  proposed  rule  change. 
The  rule  change  strengthens  supervisory 
capabilities  over  accounts  of  member 
firms  conducting  a  non-member  cus¬ 
tomer  (H>tions  business. 

Notice  of  the  pnmosed  rule  change  to¬ 
gether  with  the  toms  of  substance  of  the 
proposed  rule  change  was  gtven  by  publi¬ 
cation  of  a  Commission  Release  (Securi¬ 
ties  Exchange  Act  Release  No.  13078  (De¬ 
cember  6,  1976) )  and  by  publication  In 
the  PEdskal  Rxgistbr  (41  Fed.  Reg. 
55956  (December  23, 1976) ) . 

The  (Commission  finds  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  rule  change  is  consistent  with  the 
requirwnents  of  the  Act  and  the  rules  and 
regulations  thereunder  applicable  to 
registered  national  securities  exchanges, 
and  in  particular,  the  requirements  of 
Section  6  and  the  rules  and  regulations 
thereunder. 

It  is  therefore  ordered.  Pursuant  to 
section  19(b)  (2)  of  the  Act.  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  rule  change  filed  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  on  December  1,  1976,  be,  and  it 
hereby  is,  appi  jved. 

Fw  the  Commission  by  the  Division  of 
Market  Regiilation,  pursuant  to  delegated 
authority. 

Georgs  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.77-3379  Piled  2-2-77:8:46  sm] 


[Release  No.  34-13204;  Pile  N?>.  SR-PSE-77-21 

PAanC  STOCK  exchange  inc. 

Proposed  Rule  Change  by  Self-Regulatory 
Organization 

Pursuant  to  Section  19(b)  (1)  ol  the 
Secuzitlee  Exchange  Act  of  1934.  15 
nJ3.C.  786(b)  (1).  aa  am^ided  by  Pub.  L. 
No.  94-29.  16  (June  4.  1975)  notice  Is 
hereby  given  that  on  January  17, 1977  the 
above-mentioned  self-regulatory  (Wgani- 
zation  filed  with  the  Securities  and  Ez- 
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change  Commission  a  proposed  rule 
change  as  follows:  ’ 

Statement  op  the  Terms  op  Substance 
OP  the  Proposed  Rule  Change 
The  proposed  rule  change  consists  of 
amendments  to,  and  deletions  from,  cer¬ 
tain  Sections  of  various  Articles  of  the 
Constitution  of  the  Pacific  Stock  Ex¬ 
change  Incorporated  (“PSE”)  as  enum¬ 
erated  below: 

Article  I — Sections  1  and  2  are  amended; 

Article  II— Sections  1(c),  2,  4(b),  and  5  are 
amended; 

Article  III — Sections  1(b),  2(c),  3(a),  4(e), 

6  and  7  are  amended; 

Article  IV — Sections  1  through  4  are  amended 
and  5  through  10  are  deleted: 

Article  V — Section  3  Is  amended  and  4  and 

5  are  deleted; 

Article  VI — Sections  1(a),  2,  3  and  4  are 
amended  and  1(b)  through  1(f)  are  new; 
Article  VH — Sections  1,  3(a),  8(b),  4,  8(a), 
8(b) ,  and  0  are  amended; 

Article  vm — Sections  1(a)  through  1(f),  3 
(b),  3(c),  6,  6(a)  and  6(b)  are  amended 
and  3  (f )  is  new; 

Article  X — Sections  1,  2(a),  3,  4,  and  6  are 
amended,  and  2(b)  and  7  are  new; 

Article  XI — Sections  1,  2,  3(a)  and  4  are 
amended,  3(b),  8(c)  and  3(d)  are  new  and 

6  Is  deleted; 

Article  xn — Sectloiis  1  and  3(a)  are  amended 
and  S(b)  Is  new; 

Article  xrv — Sections  1(a)  and  1(b)  are 
amended; 

Article  XV — Sections  1,  2  and  3  are  deleted. 

The  proposed  rule  change  consists  prl- 
marl^  of  revisions  required  by  the  Secu¬ 
rities  Acts  Amendments  of  19^5,  and  the 
desire  to  eliminate  unnecessary  verbiage 
from,  and  update  language  In,  the  Con¬ 
stitution  of  the  PSE.  There  are  minor 
language  revisions  to  Articles  I  and  n 
and  to  Sections  Kb).  2(e).  3(a).  6  and 
7  of  Article  HL  Section  4(e)  of  Article 
in  Is  amended  to  change  from  eighteen 
to  fifty  the  number  of  members  needed 
to  nominate  by  petition.  This  Increase  Is 
due  to  the  authorized  membership  In¬ 
creasing  from  220  to  742. 

For  greater  fiexlblllty  in  assigning  du¬ 
ties  and  responsibilities  to  Exchange 
committees,  much  of  the  language  In  Ar¬ 
ticle  IV  Is  removed  and  win  be  Included 
In  the  Rules  of  the  Exchange.  Sections  1. 
2(a).  2(b).  3.  and  4  are  amended  and 
Sections  5  through  10  are  deleted.  The 
delations  In  lotions  3.  4.  and  5  of  Ar¬ 
ticle  V  are  deleted  and  shaU  be  the  same 
as  defined  in  the  Rules  of  the  Exchange. 

The  language  In  Article  VI  Is  substan- 
tlaUy  changed  to  reflect  the  due  process 
requirements  of  the  Securities  Acts 
Amendments  of  1975.  Membership  In  the 
Exchange  shaU  be  limited  to  a  registered 
broker  or  dealer,  or  natural  person  asso¬ 
ciated  with  a  registered  broker  or  dealer 
who  is  at  least  eighteen  (18)  years  of 
age.  Membership  may  be  denied  for  stat¬ 
utory  disqiudification,  or  If  the  applicant 
falls  to  meet  certain  standards  of  finan¬ 
cial  responsibility,  operational  capability, 
training,  experience  and  competence.  An 
applicant  denied  membership  Is  provided 
a  procedure  tor  reviewing  sudi  denial 
Section  1  Is  changed  to  Section  1(a)  and 
Sections  Kb)  throned  Kf)  are  new.  Sec¬ 
tions  2.  3.  and  4  are  amended. 


In  Article  VII  there  are  minor  language 
revisions  to  Sections  1.  3(a).  3(b).  8(a), 
8(b)  and  9  to  coordinate  with  Article  VI. 
The  scope  of  Section  4,  of  Article  Vn, 
which  deals  with  claims  against  the  pro¬ 
ceeds  of  the  sale  of  a  membership  is  ex- 
F>anded.  The  proposed  changes  in  Sec¬ 
tions  Ka).  Kb).  Kf).  5.  6(a)  and  6(b) 
of  Article  vm  refiect  similar  changes  In 
Article  VI  and  the  due  process  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Securities  Acts  Amend¬ 
ments  of  1975.  There  are  minor  language 
revisions  to  Sections  Kc).  Kd).  Ke).  3 
(b)  and  3(c)  of  Article  VIII,  and  Sectl(Hi 
3(f)  is  new. 

There  are  minor  changes  proposed  to 
Article  X  to  comply  with  the  due  process 
requirements  of  the  Securities  Acts 
Amendments  of  1975.  Sections  1,  2(a), 
2(b).  and  7  refiect  these  changes,  while 
Sections  3  and  6  contain  minor  language 
revisions.  Section  4  provides  definitive 
procedures  for  expelling  a  suspended 
member  and  disposing  of  the  member¬ 
ship.  Sections  2(b)  and  7  are  new. 
Amendments  proposed  to  Article  XI  are 
due  process  changes  similar  to  Article  X. 
Sections  3(b),  3(c).  and  3(d)  are  new. 
Section  4  has  been  expanded  to  extend 
the  Exchange’s  disciplinary  power  for 
six  (6)  months  after  suspension  or  ex¬ 
pulsion.  Sections  1,  2,  and  3(a)  contain 
less  extensive  language  revisions.  Section 
5  is  deleted. 

Section  1  of  Article  XU  Is  expanded 
to  require  arbitration  between  members 
and/or  member  firms  to  claims  arising 
out  of  the  Exchange  business  of  such 
parties  rather  than  just  a.  member’s  con¬ 
tract.  There  are  minor  revisions  to  Sec¬ 
tion  3(a),  and  Section  3(b)  Is  added  to 
provide  required  notification  and  hearing 
provisions  for  a  member  or  member  firm 
suspended  for  nonpayment  of  an  arbitra¬ 
tion  award. 

In  Article  XIV  there  Is  a  minor  re¬ 
vision  proposed  to  Section  Ka)  and 
changes  to  Section  Kb)  to  reflect  due 
process  requirements  and  to  provide  for 
disposing  of  a  membership  for  nonpay¬ 
ment  of  dues,  fees,  charges  or  fines. 
Article  XV  Is  deleted  entir^y. 

Statement  of  Basis  and  Purpose 

The  basis  and  purpose  of  the  fm'e- 
going  proposed  rule  change  Is  as  follows: 

The  purpose  of  the  proposed  rule 
change  Is  to  revise  the  Constitution  of 
the  PSE  In  light  of  the  Securities  Acts 
Amendments  of  1975  and  to  eliminate 
unnecessary  verbiage  from,  and  update 
language  In,  said  Constitution. 

The  proposed  rule  change  by  updating 
the  Constitution  of  PSE  shall  enhance 
the  ability  of  PSE  to  (a)  carry  out  the 
purposes  of  the  Act  and  to  comply,  and 
to  enforce  c(Hnilliance  by  its  members 
and  persons  associated  with  Its  mem¬ 
bers,  with  the  Act  and  the  rules  and 
regulations  thereunder,  (b)  ensure  the 
ability  of  any  registered  broker  or  dealer, 
or  natural  person  associated  with  a  reg¬ 
istered  broker  or  dealer,  to  become  a 
member  thereof  and  the  ability  ot  any 
person  to  become  associated  with  a  mem¬ 
ber  thereof,  Cb)  prevent  fraudulent  and 
manipulative  acts  and  practices  and  pro¬ 


tect  investors  and  the  public  interest, 
and  (d)  provide  appropriate  discipline 
for  its  members  and  persons  associated 
with  its  members  for  violation  of  the 
provisions  of  the  Act. 

Comments  have  neither  been  solicited 
nor  received  from  members  on  the  pro¬ 
posed  rule  change. 

The  proposed  rule  change  imposes  no 
burden  upon  competition. 

On  or  before  March  14,  1977,  or  within 
such  longer  period  (i)  as  the  Commission 
may  designate  up  to  90  days  of  such  date 
if  It  finds  such  longer  period  to  be  appro¬ 
priate  and  publishes  its  reasons  for  so 
finding  or  (11)  as  to  which  the  above- 
mentioned  self-regulatory  organization 
consents,  the  Commission  will; 

(A)  by  order  approve  such  proposed 
rule  change,  or 

(B)  Institute  proceedings  to  deter¬ 
mine  whether  the  proposed  rule  change 
should  be  disapproved. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  data,  views  and  arguments 
concerning  the  foregoing.  Persons  de¬ 
siring  to  make  written  submissions 
should  file  6  copies  thereof  with  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  the  Commission,  Securities  and 
Exchange  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20549.  Copies  of  the  filing  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  foregoing  and  of  all  writ¬ 
ten  submissions  will  be  available  for  in¬ 
spection  and  copying  In  the  Public  Ref¬ 
erence  Room,  1100  L  Street  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  Copies  of  such  filing  will 
also  be  available  for  inspection  and  copy¬ 
ing  at  the  principal  office  of  the  above- 
mentioned  self-regulatory  organization. 
All  submissions  should  refer  to  the  file 
number  referenced  In  the  caption  above 
and  should  be  submitted  on  or  before 
February  24,  1977.  For  the  Commission 
by  the  Division  of  Market  Regulation, 
pursuant  to  delegated  authority. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

January  25.  1977. 

[PR Doc.  77-3386  PUed  2-2-77;  8:45  am] 


[Release  No.  34-13206;  Pile  No.  SR-PSE-77-1 ) 

PACIFIC  STOCK  EXCHANGE  INC. 

Proposed  Rule  Change  by  Self-Regulatory 
Organization 

Pursuant  to  section  19(b)  (1)  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  cl  1934, 15  n.S.C. 
78s(b)(l),  as  amended  by  Pub.  L.  No. 
94-29, 16  (June  4. 1975) .  notice  is  herddy 
given  that  an  January  10.  1977  the 
above-mentioned  self -regulatory  organi¬ 
zation  filed  with  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  a  proposed  Consti¬ 
tutional  change  as  follows: 

Statement  of  the  Terms  of  Substance 
OF  THE  Proposed  Rule  Change 

The  Pacific  Stock  Exchange  Incorpo¬ 
rated  (“PSE”)  hereby  requests  to  amend 
Section  2(b)  of  Article  vm  of  its  Ckm- 
stitutlcm  which  delineates  member  firm 
requirements  for  FToor  Representatives. 
The  PSE  previously  submitted  cm  Form 
19(b)  -4A.  File  No.  SRr-PSE-76-35,  a  prOf 
posed  change  to  Sections  4(a)  through 
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4(g)  of  Rule  I  of  the  Rules  of  the  Board 
of  Governors.  The  proposed  change  to 
Section  2(b)  of  Article  vm  would  make 
such  Section  2(b)  of  Article  vm  consist¬ 
ent  with  the  proposed  change  to  Sec¬ 
tions  4(a)  through  4(g)  of  Rule  I.  The 
language  of  the  proposed  amendment  is 
set  forth  below : 

Article  VIII — Member  Firm 
Requirements 

FLOOR  representatives 

Sec.  2(b) .  A  member  in  good  standing 
may  designate,  subject  to  approval  of  the 
Exchange  [Board  of  Governors,  one  em¬ 
ployee  or  associate]  as  his  Floor  Rep¬ 
resentative  a  member  or  nominee  mem¬ 
ber  who  is  registered  with  the  Exchange 
for  the  purpose  of  exercising  fuU  trading 
privileges  on  the  floor  of  the  Exchange 
on  behalf  of  his  member  firm  to  the  same 
extent  such  member  firm  is  entitled  to 
transact  business  on  the  Floor.  [,  who 
shall  be  entitled  to  exercise  full  trading 
privileges  on  behalf  of  such  member.  No 
other  rights  or  privileges  of  Exchange 
membership  shall  be  construed  as  being 
gruited  by,  attaching  to  or  Inuring  from 
the  foregoing  privilege.]  A  designating 
member  shall  be  fully  responsible  for  all 
acts  of  his  Floor  Representative  which. 
In  all  Instances  and  for  all  purposes, 
shall  be  deemed  specifically  to  be  those 
of  the  member.  The  exercise  of  the  priv¬ 
ilege  Shan  be  subject  to  such  rules  and 
regulations  as  the  Board  of  Governors 
shaU  prescribe  respecting  Floor  Repre¬ 
sentatives. 

exchange’s  statement  of  basis  and 

PURPOSE 

The  basis  and  purpose  of  the  foregoing 
proposed  rule  change  is  as  foUows: 

The  piupose  ot  the  proposed  rule 
change  is  to  make  the  provisions  of  Sec¬ 
tion  2<b)  of  Article  Vni  consistent  with 
Sections  4(a)  through  4(g)  of  Rule  I 

the  Rules  of  the  Board  of  Governors 
of  PSE,  to  upgrade  the  quality  of  market 
making  on  the  equity  fioors  of  the  PSE, 
and  to  make  the  requirements  for  such 
equity  trading  consistent  with  those  of 
the  PSE’s  options  floor  and  those  on 
other  exchanges. 

The  proposed  rule  change  by  improving 
the  quality  of  market  making  shall  add 
to  the  protection  of  investors  and  of  the 
public  interest,  and  assist  the  PSE  to 
carry  out  the  purposes  of  the  Act. 

Comments  have  neither  been  solicited 
nor  received  from  members  on  the  pro¬ 
posed  Constitutional  change. 

The  proposed  Constitutional  change 
Imposes  no  burden  upon  competition. 

On  or  before  March  14, 1977,  or  within 
such  longer  period  (1)  as  the  Commission 
may  designate  up  to  90  days  of  such 
date  if  it  finds  such  longer  period  to  be 
appropriate  and  publishes  its  reasons  for 
so  finding  or  (11)  as  to  which  the  above- 
mentioned  self -regulatory  organization 
consents,  the  Commission  will: 

(A)  By  order  improve  such  proposed 
rule  change,  or 

(B)  Institute  proceedings  to  determine 
whether  the  proposed  rule  change  should 
be  disapproved. 


Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  data,  views  and  arguments 
concerning  the  foregoing.  Persons  desir¬ 
ing  to  make  written  submissions  should 
file  6  copies  thereof  with  the  Secretary 
of  the  Commission,  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20549.  Copies  of  the  filing  with  respect 
to  the  foregoing  and  of  all  writtai  sub¬ 
missions  will  be  available  for  inspection 
and  copying  in  the  Public  Reference 
Room,  1100  L  Street,  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  Copies  of  such  filing  will  also  be 
available  for  inspection  and  copying  at 
the  principal  office  of  the  above-men¬ 
tioned  self-regulatoiy  organization.  All 
submissions  should  refer  to  the  file  num¬ 
ber  referenced  In  the  caption  above  and 
should  be  submitted  on  or  b^ore  Febru¬ 
ary  18,  1977.  For  the  Commission  by  the 
Division  of  Market  Regulation,  pursuant 
to  delegated  authority. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretarp. 

January  26,  1977. 

[FR  Doc.77-3386  PUed  2-2-77:8:45  am] 

[FUe  No.  600-1] 

SCANFORMS,  INC. 

Suspension  of  Trading 

January  26,  1977. 

It  appearing  to  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  that  the  summary 
suspension  of  trading  In  the  securities  ot 
Scs^orms,  Inc.  being  traded  on  a  na¬ 
tional  securities  exchange  or  otherwise  Is 
required  In  the  piffillc  Interest  and  for 
the  protection  of  investors; 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  section  12  (k) 
of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  ctf  1934, 
trading  in  such  securities  (m  a  national 
securities  exchange  or  otherwise  Is  sus¬ 
pended.  tor  the  period  from  3:00  pjn. 
(E8T)  on  January  26, 1977  through  Feb¬ 
ruary  4,  1977. 

By  the  Commission. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

[FB  Doc.77-3380  FUed  2-2-77:8:45  am] 

[Release  No.  19868;  70-5956] 

SOUTHERN  CO. 

Proposal  by  Service  Company  To  Issue  and 

Sell  Unsecured  Promissoiy  Notes;  de¬ 
ception  From  Competitive  Bidding 

January  25,  1977. 

Notice  is  hereby  given.  That  Southern 
Company  Services,  Inc.  (“Services”),  a 
wholly  owned  subsidary  service  ccxnpany 
of  The  Southern  Company  (“Southern”) , 
Perimeter  Center  East,  Atlanta,  Georgia 
30346,  a  registered  holding  ccxnpany,  has 
filed  an  application  and  tm  amendment 
thereto  with  this  Commission  pursuant 
to  the  Public  Utility  Holding  Company 
Act  of  1935  (“Act”)  designating  Sections 
6(a),  7  and  12  of  the  Act  and  Rules  45 
and  50(a)(5)  prcxnulgated  thereunder 
regarding  the  following  proposed  trans¬ 
actions.  AH  Interested  persons  are  re¬ 
ferred  to  the  api^icatlon  which  is  sum¬ 


marized  below  for  a  complete  statement 
of  the  proposed  transaction. 

By  order  dated  July  23,  1963  (HCAR 
No.  14913),  the  Commission  authorized 
Services  to  issue  and  sell  to  Southern 
for  cash,  and  Southern  to  acquire,  dur¬ 
ing  a  five  year  period  commencing  July 
23,  1963,  up  to  $500,000  aggregate  prin¬ 
cipal  amount  to  be  outstanding  at  any 
one  time  of  long-term  unsecured  notes 
of  Services  to  bear  interest  at  a  rate 
equal  to  the  average  effective  interest 
cost  of  Southern’s  outstanding  obliga¬ 
tions  for  borrowed  money  on  the  date  of 
Issue.  By  orders  dated  September  10. 
1971,  May  15,  1973,  and  June  26,  1975 
HCAR  Nos.  17261,  17461,  and  19063),  the 
Commission  authCH-ized  increases  in  the 
aggregate  principal  amount  of  such  notes 
to  be  Issued  and  sold  by  Services  to 
Southern  to  the  present  limit  of  $19.- 
000,000  and  also  extended  the  authori¬ 
zation  with  respect  to  the  issue  and  sale 
of  notes  to  June  30, 1978.  By  order  dated 
October  21,  1976  (HCAR  No.  19723),  the 
Commission  authorized  increases  in  the 
aggregate  principal  amount  of  notes  to 
be  issued  and  sold  by  Services  to  South¬ 
ern  to  $30,000,000.  Services’  total  work¬ 
ing  capital  requirements  are  expected  to 
be  ai^Nxixlmately  $23,000,000  by  Decem¬ 
ber  31,  1977,  and  $30,000,000  by  Decem¬ 
ber  31,  1979.  Such  requirements  include 
the  cost  of  fixed  assets  (excluding  office 
building  and  leasehold  Improvements) 
acquired  by  Services  In  1976  ($5,500,000) 
and  to  be  acquired  In  1977  (approxi¬ 
mately  $6,500,000) .  The  unsecured  notes 
to  be  issued  to  Southern  will  mature 
December  31,  1999,  and  win  be  prepay¬ 
able  at  any  time  without  premium. 
Southern  wifi  acquire  said  notes  at  the 
principal  amoimt  thereof.  TO  the  extent 
that  Services’  outstanding  debt  obllga- 
ti(xi  does  not  exceed  the  aggregate  mln- 
clpal  amount  of  Southern’s  obligations 
the  notes  win  bear  Interest  at  a  rate 
equal  to  the  average  effective  interest 
cost  of  SouUiOTi’s  outstanding  obliga¬ 
tions  for  borrowed  money  mi  the  date  of 
Issue.  Presently  such  rate  Is  11%%. 

Services  now  proposes  to  Issue  and  to 
seU  unsecured  notes  (“Notes”)  In  an  ag¬ 
gregate  iHinclpal  amount  not  to  exceed 
$30,000,000  to  various  institutional  lend¬ 
ers.  The  net  proceed  from  the  sale  of 
the  Notes  wfll  be  appUed  to  repay  Serv¬ 
ices  outstanding  borrowings  from  South¬ 
ern  and  to  the  extent  not  required  for 
such  purpose  win  be  appUed  to  other 
working  capital  requirements  Including 
costs  of  the  acquisition  of  the  aforemen¬ 
tioned  fixed  assets.  At  the  time  of  the 
sale  it  is  estimated  that  Services  wiU 
have  $21,000,000  principal  amount  of 
notes  payable  to  Southern  outstanding. 
While  the  terms  of  the  Notes  have  not 
been  established,  it  Is  proposed  that  they 
wUl  be  guaranteed  by  Southern  as  to 
principal,  premium,  if  any,  and  Interest. 
It  is  expected  that  the  Notes  wlU  repre¬ 
sent  a  significant  saving  to  Services  in 
Interest  cost  over  Its  current  borrowings 
and  other  currmitly  available  means  of 
equipment  financing.  It  is  presently  in¬ 
tended  that  the  mder  dated  October  21. 
1976  (HCAR  No.  19723)  wffl  be  revoked 
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by  tbe  Ckmunisslon  upon  the  placement 
of  the  $30,000,000  Notes. 

Services  proposes  to  employ  Morgan 
Stanley  ft  Co.  IncOTpwuted  to  place  the 
Notes  for  a  commission  not  In  excess  of 
of  1%  of  the  iwlndpal  amount  bor¬ 
rowed  payable  upon  the  closing.  SMTlces 
requests  exemption  from  the  oompetlttye 
bidding  requirements  of  Rule  60  pursu¬ 
ant  to  paragraph  (a)(5).  Services  has 
never  off  wed  any  securities  to  the  public 
and  has  no  established  credit  hi  the 
public  maihet.  The  nature  oi  Services’ 
business  (providing  professional  and 
technical  services  to  Southern  and  Its 
other  associates  at  cost  upon  request) 
may  be  unfamiliar  to  the  general  invest¬ 
ing  public. 

The  fees,  commissions  and  expenses  to 
be  paid  or  Incurred  hi  connection  with 
the  prc^iosed  transaction  win  be  roppBed 
by  amendment.  No  State  or  Federal 
commission,  other  tiiMi  this  (Tommlssloii, 
has  JurbMllctton  over  the  prcgweed  trans¬ 
action. 

Notice  is  fttrfJier  gfoen.  That  any  In¬ 
terested  person  may.  not  later  ttian  F^ 
Tuary  18,  1977,  request  In  writing  tiiat  a 
hearing  be  hdd  on  such  matter,  stating 
the  nature  of  his  Interest,  the  reasons  for 
such  request,  and  the  Issues  fact  or 
law  raised  by  said  iqiiJlcatiop  which  he 
desires  to  controvert;  cr  he  may  request 
n\».t  he  be  notified  If  the  Commission 
should  order  a  hearing  thereon.  Any 
such  request  should  be  addressed;  Sec¬ 
retary,  Securities  and  Exchange  Cun- 
tniRirtnn,  Washlruetan.  D.C.  20549.  A  eapj 
of  such  request  should  be  served  per¬ 
sonally  or  by  TnA.n  upon  the  applicant  at 
the  above  stated  address,  and  proof  of 
service  (by  affidavit  or,  in  the  case  of  an 
attorney  at  law.  by  oortificate)  should 
be  filed  with  the  request.  At  any  time  af¬ 
ter  date,  the  application,  as 

amtmded  or  as  It  may  be  further 
amended,  may  be  granted  and  permitted 
to  become  effective  as  provided  hr  Bole 
23  of  the  General  Rules  and  Regulations 
jietinlttod  under  the  Act.  or  the  Com¬ 
mission  may  grant  exemi^lan  from  such 
rules  as  provided  In  Rules  20(a)  and  100 
thereof  or  take  sudi  other  action  as  It 
may  deem  appropriate.  Persons  who  re¬ 
quest  a  hearing  or  advice  as  to  whether 
a  hearing  is  ordered  win  receive  any  no¬ 
tices  and  orders  Issued  In  this  matter, 
bKludlng  the  date  of  the  hearing  (If  or¬ 
dered)  and  any  posteonements  thereof. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division 
•f  Ooeporate  Regulation,  pursuant  to 
delegated  authcaity. 

George  A.  Fitzsiiocons, 
Secrete^. 

tna  Doc.77-.3381  Piled  3-2-77;«:46  am] 


imie  No.  81-947;  AAwln.  Pro.  Pile  No.  3-8139] 

UNA6USTA  CORP. 

AppRcatiou  and  Opportunity  for  Hearing 
jAinrAEY  26. 1977. 

Notice  is  fterd>y  gbseis.  That  Ubagusta 
CMpotation  (the  “Applicant**)  has  filed 
sm  appUcation  puesaant  to  Section  12(h) 
of  the  Securities  Kxdmnge  Act  oi  1934. 


as  amended  (the  “1934  Act”),  for  a  find¬ 
ing  that  an  exemption  from  the  require¬ 
ment  to  file  reports  pursuant  to  Section 
15(d)  of  the  1934  Act  would  not  be  In¬ 
consistent  with  the  public  interest  or  the 
protection  of  Investors. 

Section  15(d)  of  the  1934  Act  provides 
that  every  Issuer  of  a  security  which  has 
filed  a  registration  statement  vriilch  has 
become  effective  pursuant  to  the  Securi¬ 
ties  Act  of  1933  Shan  file  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  In  accordance  with  such  roles 
and  regulations  as  the  Commission  may 
prescribe  as  necessary  w  api;n*opriate  fmr 
the  prefer  protection  of  Investors  and  to 
ensure  fair  dealing  In  the  security,  such 
supifiementary  and  periodic  Information 
documents  and  reports  as  may  be  re¬ 
quired  pursuant  to  Section  IS  of  the  1934 
Act  in  respect  of  a  secuiily  registered 
under  Section  12. 

Section  12(h)  of  the  1934  Act  em¬ 
powers  the  C^ommlsston  to  exemiA,  In 
whole  (W  In  pert,  any  tasoer  or  class  of 
Issuers  from  the  periodic  reporting  provl- 
slmis  of  Section  13  or  Section  15(d)  If  the 
Commission  finds,  by  reasem  of  the  num¬ 
ber  of  public  investors,  amount  trad¬ 
ing  interest  In  the  seetiritles.  Income  or 
assets  of  tiie  Issuer  or  otherwlBe,  that 
such  exemption  Is  not  Inconsistent  with 
the  public  Interest  or  the  protection  of 
Investors. 

The  Aiyi leant  states  In  part. — 1.  Ap¬ 
plicant,  a  North  Carolina  cotporation, 
pilar  to  1973  was  engaged  fa  the  busi¬ 
ness  of  manufacturing  furniture.  Appli¬ 
cant  has  represented  that  It  has  lyimi- 
nently  abandoned  an  business  activities 
and  tiiat  nabOltles  sustantially  exceed 
assets. 

2.  There  is  currently  an  absence  of 
peddle  Int^est  In  the  AppUcanfS  cixn- 
mon  Stock.  wtQi  vbtually  no  trading  In 
Ai^dlcant’s  common  stock  In  1975  and 
1976. 

2.  The  preparation  and  filing  of  the 
reports  reqidred  by  the  1994  Act  would 
Involve  heavy  burdens  of  time  and  eosts 
of  a  corporation  w^  no  Incame  nor 
employees. 

In  tiie  absence  of  an  exemption.  Appli¬ 
cant  Is  required  to  file  certedn  periodic 
reports  with  the  Ckmunlsslon  pursuant  to 
Section  15(d). 

Welbllt  Corporation  (**WeIbIlt”) ,  the 
82%  parent  of  Applicant,  has  indicated 
Its  willingness  tax  writing  to  have  the 
Commission  grant  the  requested  exemp¬ 
tion  subject  to  the  following  condlttnns. 
Welbllt  win  man  to  an  known  hoklers  of 
record  of  the  Applicant’s  common  stock 
and,  on  reqiMst,  an  brokers  and  dealers, 
ooiAes  of  tile  foUowlng: 

(a)  The  press  release  issued  by  the 
Applicant  dated  February  IT,  1976  an¬ 
nouncing,  among  other  things,  the  com- 
plete  cessation  ot  aU  business  activities 
of  the  Applicant. 

(b)  Unaudited  financial  statements  of 
the  Applicant  consisting  of  a  balance 
sheet  at  December  27, 1975  and  a  net  ex- 
poise  schedule  for  the  18  weeks  and  52 
weeks  ended  December  31.  1975. 

(c)  Aletter  of  transmittal  setting  forth 
a  teltf  explanation  of  the  Applicant’s 
current  status  and  the  ctrcumstances 


resulting  in  the  exemption  under  Section 
12(h)  of  the  1934  Act. 

According,  Applicant  believes  that  the 
exemptlve  order  requested  is  appropriate 
in  view  of  the  fact  that  Applicant  has 
permanently  abandoned  all  business 
activities,  liabilities  substantially  exceed 
Applicant’s  assets,  trading  activity  in 
Applicant’s  common  stock  is  de  minimus, 
the  benefits  of  continuing  reporting  re¬ 
sponsibility  without  means  of  compliance 
would  not  be  In  the  public  interest  of  in¬ 
vestors  nor  would  it  further  investor 
protection  in  circumstances  where  the 
Applicant’s  parent  has  undertaken  to 
provide  the  Information  outlined  above 
relating  to  the  current  status  of  AppU- 
cant. 

For  a  more  detailed  statement  of  the 
InfcKrmation  presented,  all  persons  are 
referred  to  said  apfdication  which  is  on 
file  in  the  otHces  of  the  Ccmunlssion  at 
500  North  Capitc^  Street,  Washington, 
D.C.  20549. 

Notice  Is  fimther  given  that  any  inter¬ 
ested  person  not  later  than  February  22, 
1977,  may  submit  to  the  Commission  In 
writing  bis  views  or  any  substazitlal  facts 
bearing  on  this  applicatkm  or  the  de^- 
ablllty  of  a  healing  thereem.  Any  such 
oorrununloatlon  or  request  tiiould  be  ad¬ 
dressed  to:  Secretary,  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commlssloii,  500  North  Capitol 
Street  NW.,  Washln^n,  DjC.  20549  and 
rhould  state  briefly  the  nature  of  the 
Interest  of  the  person  submitting  such 
information  or  requesting  the  hearing, 
the  reason  for  such  request,  and  the  Is¬ 
sues  of  fact  and  law  raised  by  the  aiH>ll- 
cation  which  he  desires  to  controvert.  At 
any  time  after  said  date,  an  order  grant¬ 
ing  the  application  in  whole  or  in  part 
may  be  issued  upon  request  or  upon  the 
Commission’s  own  motion. 

By  the  Commission. 

George  A.  Fitzsuiieohs, 
Seoretaary. 

IFR  Doc.77-S38a  PU«d  2-3-77;«:46  »«] 


[Pile  No.  81-836;  Admin.  Pro.  Pile  No. 

8-6180] 

fPneNo.  81-23S] 

VISUAL  ART  INDUSTRIES,  INC. 

AppHcation  and  Opporbirdty  for  Hearing 
on  Exeraption 

Janttart  26,  1977. 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  that  Visual  Art 
Industries,  Inc.  (the  “AppUcant”)  has 
filed  an  application  pursuant  to  Section 
12(h)  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended  (the  **1934  Act”)  for 
an  order  exonptlng  the  Applicant  from 
the  requirements  of  Sections^  13  and  15 
(d)  of  that  Act 

Sectiem  15(d)  provides  that  each  Is¬ 
suer  that  has  filed  a  registration  state¬ 
ment  which  has  become  effective  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  Securities  Act  of  1933,  as 
amended,  «han  file  with  the  Commission, 
In  accordance  with  such  rules  and  r^ru- 
lations  as  the  Cconmlsslon  may  prescribe 
as  necessary  or  apisxjprlste  In  the  pub¬ 
lic  Interest  or  for  the  protection  of  In¬ 
vestors,  sudi  supplementary  and  p«1- 
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odic  information,  documents,  and  re¬ 
ports  as  may  be  required  pursuant  to 
Section  13  of  the  1934  Act  in  respect  of 
a  security  registered  pursuant  to  Section 
12  of  the  1933  Act 

Secticm  12(h)  empowers  the  Com¬ 
mission  to  exempt,  in  whole  or  in  part, 
any  issuer  or  class  of  issuers  from  the 
periodic  reporting  provisions  of  the  1934 
Act  if  the  Commi^ion  finds,  by  reason 
of  the  number  of  public  investors, 
amoimt  of  trading  interest  in  the  secu¬ 
rities,  the  nature  and  extent  of  the  ac¬ 
tivities  of  the  issuer,  or  otherwise,  that 
such  exemption  is  not  inconsistent  with 
pubhc  Interest  or  the  protection  of  in¬ 
vestors. 

The  Application  states,  in  part: 

(1)  At  the  end  of  Its  most  recent  fiscal 
year,  March  31,  1976,  the  Applicant  had  325 
record  holders  of  Its  cwnmon  shares.  Those 
shares  were  registered  pursuant  to  Section 
12(g)  of  the  1934  Act. 

(2)  On  June  28.  1976,  C&S  Associates,  Inc. 
(“C&S”)  made  a  cash  tender  offer  to  holders 
of  the  Applicant’s  securities.  As  a  result  of 
the  offer  and  subsequent  purchases,  C&S 
now  owns  over  93%  of  the  Applicant’s  com¬ 
mon  shares.  ’The  remainder  are  held  by 
about  ISO  persons. 

(3)  Since  the  close  of  the  tender  offer, 
there  have  been  no  transactions  In  the  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  securities  except  a  very  small  num¬ 
ber  of  sales  to  C&S.  It  is  not  anticipated  that 
any  other  market  for  the  Applicant’s  secu¬ 
rities  wUl  develop. 

(4)  The  Applicant’s  registration  under 
Section  12(g)  of  the  1934  Act  was  terminated 
on  October  4.  1976.  Absent  an  exemption  un¬ 
der  Section  12(h)  of  the  1934  Act,  the  Ap- 
pUcant  would  be  requlr^  to  file  periodic 
reports  for  the  remainder  of  its  fiscal  year 
ending  March  31,  1977.  ’The  Applicant  states 
that  the  expense  of  preparing  such  reports 
outweighs  their  minimal  public  usefulness. 

(5)  ’The  Applicant  wUl  continue  to  file 
current  reports  on  Form  3-K  through  the 
close  of  its  fiscal  year  ending  March  31,  1977. 

For  a  more  detailed  statement  of  the 
Information  presented,  all  persons  are 
referred  to  said  application  which  is  on 
file  in  the  offices  of  the  Commission  at 
500  North  Capitol  Street,  Washington, 
D.C. 

Notice  is  further  given  tiiat  any  in-* 
terested  person  not  later  than  February 
22,  1977,  may  submit  to  the  Commission 
in  writing  his  views  or  any  substantial 
facts  bearing  on  this  ai^lication  or  the 
desirability  of  a  hearing  thereon.  Any 
such  commimication  or  request  should 
be  addressed  to  Secretary,  S^urities  and 
Exchange  Commission,  500  North  Capi¬ 
tol  Street  N.W..  Washington,  D.C.  20549, 
and  should  state  briefiy  the  nature  of 
the  Interest  of  the  person  submitting 
such  information  or  requesting  the 
hearing,  the  reason  for  such  request, 
and  the  issues  of  fact  and  law  raised  by 
the  applicaiton  which  he  desires  to  con¬ 
trovert.  At  any  time  after  said  date,  an 
order  granting  the  application  in  whcde 
or  in  part  may  be  issued  up(Xi  request  or 
upon  the  Commission’s  own  motion. 

By  the  Commission. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

IPR  Doc.77-3383  Filed  2-2-77:8:45  am] 


OEPAFfTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

Federal  Railroad  Administration 

[Docket  No.  RFA  606-77-11 

PURCHASE  OF  REDEEMABLE 
PREFERENCE  SHARES 

Receipt  of  Application 

Project.  Notice  is  hereby  given  that 
the  Chicago  and  North  Western  Trans¬ 
portation  Company  (“applicant”).  400 
West  Madison  Street,  Chicago,  Illinois 
60606,  has  filed  an  application  with  the 
60606,  has  filed  an  application  with 
the  Federal  Railroad  Administration 
(“FRA”)  under  section  505  of  the  Rail¬ 
road  Revitalization  and  Regulatory  Re¬ 
form  Act  of  1976,  as  amended,  45  U.S.C. 
825,  seeking  financial  assistance  through 
the  sale  to  the  United  States  of  redeem¬ 
able  preference  shares  having  an  aggre¬ 
gate  par  value  of  $17,350,000.  Applicant 
proposes  to  make  20  annual  payments 
commencing  in  1988,  each  equal  to  7.5% 
of  the  original  amount  of  redeemable 
preference  shares  proposed  to  be  issued 
by  the  applicant,  each  such  payment  to 
be  applied  to  dividends  and  redemption 
of  {dl  preference  shares  by  the  end  of 
the  year  2007, 

'  The  proceeds  of  the  sale  of  preference 
shares  are  to  be  used  by  the  applicant 
to  rehabilitate  and  improve  95.25  track 
mUes  of  applicant’s  highest  density  main 
line  by  replacing  existing  joints  rail 
with  welded  rail  at  the  following  loca¬ 
tions: 

Track 


miles 

Ames,  Story  County,  Iowa,  to  Marshall¬ 
town,  MarshaU  County,  Iowa _ 36. 50 

West  Denison,  Crawford  County,  Iowa, 
to  Missouri  Valley,  Harrison  County, 

Iowa  _ 39. 00 

Nelson,  Lee  County.  HI.,  to  Agnew, 

Whiteside  County.  HI . 11.60 

Valley,  Co(A  County,  HL.  to  Tower  KO, 

Lake  County,  HI. _  8. 25 


Justification  for  Project.  The  appli¬ 
cant  states  that  the  proposed  track  im¬ 
provements  will  permit  a  60  miles  per 
hour  timetable  speed  to  be  maintained 
and  will  result  in  increased  efficiency  and 
more  reliable  service.  In  addition,  appli¬ 
cant  states  that  the  proposed  projects 
will  reduce  track  maintenance  costs  and 
loss  and  damage  claims,  decrease  the 
probability  of  derailments,  and  enable 
applicant  to  attract  new  traffic. 

Comments.  Interested  persons  may 
submit  written  comments  on  the  appli¬ 
cation  to  the  Associate  Administrator  for 
Federal  Assistance,  Federal  Railroad 
Administration,  4()0  Seventh  Street, 
S.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  2()590,  not  later 
than  the  comment  closing  date  shown 
below.  Such  sulunlssion  shall  indicate 
the  docket  number  shown  on  this  notice 
and  state  whether  the  cmnmenter  sup¬ 
ports  or  opposes  the  application  and  the 
reasons  therefor.  The  application  will  be 
made  available  for  inspection  during  nor¬ 
mal  business  hours  in  Room  5415  at  the 
above  address  of  the  FRA. 

The  comments  will  be  taken  into  con¬ 
sideration  by  the  PRA  in  evaluating  the 


application.  However,  formal  acknowl¬ 
edgment  of  the  comments  will  not  be 
provided. 

The  FRA  has  not  approved  or  disap¬ 
proved  this  appllcatim.  nor  has  it 
passed  upon  the  accuracy  or  adequacy 
of  the  information  contained  therein. 

(Sec.  505  of  the  Railroad  Revitalization  and 
Regulatcar  Reform  Act  of  1976  (Pub.  L.  94- 
210).  as  amended). 

Dated:  January  28,  1977. 

Comment  closing  date:  March  7,  1977. 

Charles  Swinburn, 
Associate  Administrator  for 
Federal  Assistance,  Federal 
Railroad  Administration. 

[FR  Doc.77-3376  FUed  2-2-77:8:45  amj 

Hazardous  Materials  Transportation  Office 
EXEMPTION  APPLICATIONS 

In  accordance  with  the  procedures  gov¬ 
erning  the  application  for,  and  the  proc¬ 
essing  of,  exemptions  from  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Transportation’s  Hazardous  Ma¬ 
terials  Regulations  (49  C?FR  Part  107, 
Subpart  B),  notice  is  hereby  given  that 
the  Office  of  Hazardous  Materials  Oper¬ 
ations  of  the  Materials  Transportation 
Bureau  has  received  the  appllcatlcms  de¬ 
scribed  herein.  Normally,  the  modes  of 
transportation  would  be  identified  and 
the  nature  of  application  would  be  de¬ 
scribed,  as  in  past  publications.  However, 
this  notice  is  abbreviated  to  expedite 
docketing  and  public  notice.  These  appli¬ 
cations  have  been  separated  from  the 
new  applications  for  exemptions  because 
they  represent  the  large  majority  of  ap¬ 
plications  awaiting  disposition. 

CXDMMENTS  BY:  February  18,  1977, 
with  respect  to  applications  for  renewal 
and  applications  to  become  a  party. 

ADDRESSED  TO: 

Docket  Section,  Office  of  Hazardous 
Materials  Operations,  Department  of 
’Transportation,  Washington,  D.C. 
20590.  Comments  should  refer  to  the 
application  number  and  be  sutoiitted 
in  triplicate. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION:  Com¬ 
plete  copies  of  the  applications  are  avail¬ 
able  for  inspection  and  ccHiidng  at  the 
Public  Docket  Ro<Hn,  Office  of  Hazardous 
Materials  Operations,  Department  of 
Transportation,  Room  6500,  Trans  Point 
BuUding,  2100  Second  Street  SW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

Renewal 

Applies-  Applicant  of  special 

tion  No.  per^t  or 

exemption 

2587-X  Denise*,  Inc.,  Fredonia,  2587 

Kans. 

2587-X  The  Oreat  Plains  Co.,  Chey-  2587 

enne,  Wyo. 

2709-X  Department  of  Defense,  Wash-  2709 

ington,  D.C. 

3410-X  Vnidynamics  Phoenix,  Inc.,  3418 

_  Phoenix,  Arls. 

3780-X  American  Cyaoamid  Co.,  3780 

Wayne,  N  J.  • 

410S-X  Soatbem  Oxygen  Supply  Co.,  4108 

Atlanta,  Cl* 

4262-X  Schlnmberger  WeO  Services,  4282 

Houston,  Tex. 
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NOTICES 


Appfc^ 

ttonNA. 


▲ppUcfto; 


permit  or 
•nmption 


Applte*- 

ttooNo. 


Applicant 


M4-X 

4R&-X 

MB-X 

«K3-X 

«790-X 


KTS-X 

M13-X 

C65&-X 

MOO-X 

•TIB-X 

*r«7-x 

nss-x 


«B3  X 

K30-X 

«i5-X 

«6i-X 

«G«-X 

«04-X 

•e<»-x 

tao8-x 

Mie-x 

«S51-X 

•887-X 

M87-X 

MB7-X 

«87-X 

«87-X 

M87-X 

MB7-X 

MB7-X 

MB7-X 

•B87-X 

«n-x 

•W7-X 


K25-X 

«53-X 

tt34-X 

M3-X 

«B82-X 

we-x 

fOOt-X 

VMB-X 

ms-x 

i  »m-x 

nu-x 

Bt»-X 

nn-x 
mn-x 


Paanvait  Corp.,  Bollalo, 
N.Y. 

Raoon,  Inc- Wkbita,  . 

American  Bosch  Marketing, 
Springfield,  Mass. 

Hydrite  Chemical  Co.,  Mil¬ 
waukee,  Wis. 

GmithA  Wesson/Gknera!  Ord¬ 
nance  Equipment  Co., 
Pittsburgh,  Fa. 

Onion  Carbide  Corp.,  Bound 
Brook,  N  J. 

Publickcr  Indtisiriee,  Inc., 
Philadelphia.  Pa. 

Miraldi  Welding  Supplies, 
Inc.,  Tacoma,  Wash. 

Atlantic  Richfield  Co.,  Hous¬ 
ton,  Tex. 

Virginia  Chemicals,  Inc., 
Portsmouth,  Va. 

Ozy  Metal  Industries  Corp., 
Morenci,  Mich. 

Nuclear  Fuel  Services,  Inc., 
Erwin,  Tenn. 

BiauIIer  Chemical  Co.,  West- 
port,  Conn. 

Mass  Oxygen  Equipment  Co., 
Inc.,  Westberowh,  Meee. 

San  Diego  Uas  &  Electric  Co., 
San  Diego,  Calif. 

Tesco  Chemicals,  Inc.,  Mari¬ 
etta,  Oa. 

Castle  &  Cooke  Foods,  Inc., 
Honolulu,  Hawaii. 

WestMwalder  Eimwerk, 
Weitefeld,  West  OermeDy. 

California  Uquid  Oas  Corp., 
Sacramento,  Calif. 

Fenwal,  Ine.,  Astdand,  Mass. . 

Fntbone,  Ine.,  West  Haven, 
Conn. 

Texas  Instruments,  Ine.,  Dal¬ 
las,  Tex. 

Western  Jet  Oot^,  Dallas,  Tex. 

Aerojet-Oeneraf  Corp.,  On¬ 
tario,  Calif. 

AirEiuuan,  Ine.,  Windson 
Locks,  Ctrnn. 

Asplundli  Aviatitm,  Inc.,  W  Q- 
low  Grove,  Pa. 

American  Cyanamid  Co., 
Teterboro,  N  J. 

Midwest  Air  Charter,  loc., 
Elyria.  Ohio. 

Mellm  Bank  N.A.,  West 
Mifflin  Pa. 

Oates  Learjet  Corp.,  Wichitst, 
Kans. 

Northern  All  Service,  Detroit, 
Mich. 

Dow  Chemical  Co;,  Midland, 
Mich.  - 

Eisenbahn  •  Verkehrsmittel  - 
Aktiengesellsahaft,  DusmI- 
dorf,  Germany. 

Lox  Equipment  Co.,  Liver¬ 
more,  Cmif. 

Metal  Finishing  Research 
Corp.,  Chicago,  lU. 

We.stcrwalder  Eisenwerk, 
W«tefeld.  West  Germany. 

Spear  &  Hill,  New  York, 
N.Y. 

Dgine  Xutalmann,  Paris, 
Prance. 

Greer  Hydraulics,  Inc.,  Los 
Angeles,  CaUf. 

Rbodia,  Inc.,  Ncri  York, 
N.Y.  « 

Midilin  Chemical  Corp., 
Detroit,  Mkh. 

California  Seal  Control  Corp., 
San  Pedro,  CaUf. 

Air  Products  A  Chemicals, 
Ino.,  AUentewn,  Pa. 

XTaion  Carbide  Cm.,  Bound 
Brook,  N  j. 

E.  L  du  Pont  de  Nemours  A 
Co.,  Inc.,  WUmlngtoa,  Del. 

Herculee,  Ine.,  Wthnlrigton, 
DeL 

White  Pass  A  Yukon  Routa, 
North  Vancouver,  Britisli 
Columbia; 


4SS4 

457S 

4098 

476> 

4790 

U7£ 

M18 

6sse 

sooo 

5716 

5767 

5965 

6063 

6530 

6545 

6554 

6556 

6564 

tm 

6608 

6616 

6651 

6687 

6687 

6687 

6687 

6687 

6687 

6687 

6087 

6687 

6687 

6702 

6757 


6625 

«53 

6664 

8802 

•632 

Hoe 

nos 

1662 

TOSS 

n82 

ms 

1649 

1982 

1617 


9876-P 

Orb  Industries,  Inc.,  Upland, 

Pa.’ 

Air  Resources  Laboratories, 
Silver  Spring,  Md. 

2675 

sscs-p 

3563 

3B6S-P 

AFT  AC  Headquarters  HEAP, 
Patrick  AFB,  Fla. 

3563 

3S63-P 

U.S.  Energy  Research  and 
Development  Administra¬ 
tion,  Washington,  D.C. 

3563 

BS63-P 

Lawrence  Liverinore  Labora¬ 
tory,  livermore,  Calif. 

3563 

8563-P 

NASA-Johnson  Space  Flight 
Center,  Hoastuii,  Tex. 

3563 

4768-P 

hlQport  Chemical  Co.,  Mil¬ 
waukee,  Wis. 

4763 

8022-P 

National  Aeronautics  and 
Space  Administration, 

Hampton,  Va. 

5022 

5167-P 

Rohm  A  Haas  Co.,  Phila¬ 
delphia,  Pa. 

5167 

8736-P 

Nortbnn  Petrochemical  Co., 

Des  Plaines,  lU. 

5736 

6299-P 

Area  Oxygen  Co.,  Inc.,  Cape 
Girardeau,  Mo. 

6299 

6299-P 

Kessler  Distributing  Co., 
Fairfield,  Iowa. 

6399 

6231-P 

Mobil  Chemical  Co.,  Bean- 
mont,  Tex. 

6231 

6309-P 

Insta-Foam  Products,  Ine., 
Joliet,  DL 

6309 

6382-? 

Northern  Petrochemical  Co., 

Des  Plaines,  Ill. 

6382 

6479-P 

. do . . 

6479 

6484-P 

Dow  Chemical  Co.,  MkHand, 
Mich. 

6484 

6526-P 

Cornell  Chemical  A  Equip¬ 
ment  Co.,  Inc.,  Baltimore, 

Md. 

6526 

BSTl-P 

Northern  Petrochemical  Oo.,  • 
Des  Plaines,  DL 

•671 

•614-P 

Jones  Chemicals,  Ine.,  Cale¬ 
donia,  N.Y. 

6614 

6621-P 

Cornell  Chemical  A  Equip¬ 
ment  Co.,  In^,  Baltimore, 

Md. 

6621 

eSST-P 

Troy  Chemical  Corp.,  Ne¬ 
wark,  N  J. 

6637 

6662-P 

Union  Carbide  Ctap.,  Bound 
Brook,  NJ. 

•662 

0672-P 

Applied  Equipment  Co.,  Van 
Nays,  Calit 

6672 

0687-P 

Federate  Department  Stores, 
Ine.,  Cinciimati,  Ohio. 

6687 

6087-P 

Safelite  Industries,  Inc.,  Wich¬ 
ita,  Kans. 

6687 

a867-P 

McGxaw-Edison  Co.,  West 
Chicago,  DL 

•687 

6687-? 

Reserve  Oil  A  Gas  Co.,  Den¬ 
ver,  Colo. 

6667 

W9S-P 

Hfokson  A  Welch  Ltd.,  Lon¬ 
don,  England. 

6793 

6803-F 

The  Haishaw  Chemical  Oe., 
Cleveland,  Ohio. 

6803 

eB25-P 

Mobil  Cheinlcal  Co.,  Beau¬ 
mont,  Tex. 

6825 

6B25-P 

Northern  Petrochemical  Co., 

Des  Plaines,  DL 

•826 

7ao6-r 

Saturn  Airways,  Inc.,  Oak¬ 
land,  Calif 

7206 

7434-P 

Kerr-MeOee  Chemical  Corp.. 
Oklahoma  City,  Okla. 

T4.^^ 

7470-r 

U.S.  Industrial  Chcmicls 

Co.,  New  York,  N.Y. 

7470 

7584  P 

Orval  Tank  Containers,  Pari.s. 
Prance. 

7584 

This  notice  of  receipt  of  applicatlexis 
for  renewal  of  exemptions  and  for  party 
to  an  exemption  Is  published  In  accord¬ 
ance  with  Section  107  of  the  Hazardous 
Mateiials  Transportatiwi  Act  (49  U.S.C. 
1806;  49  C?FR  1.53(e) ) . 

Issued  In  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Jan¬ 
uary  25.  1977. 

_ _  J.  R.  GaoTHZ. 

Chief,  Exemptions  Branch.  Offioe  o/ 
Haaardout  Materials  Operations. 

(FH  Doe.77-tM9  FUed  S-»-n;8;45  am] 
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MATERIALS  TRANSPORTATION  BUREAU 
Hazardous  Materials  Transportation  Oflfce 
EXEMPTION  APPLICATIONS 

In  accordance  with  the  procedures 
govOTilng  the  i4>plication  for,  and  the 
processing  of,  exemptions  from  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Transportation’s  Hazardous 
Ifaterials  Regulations  (49  CFR  Part  107, 
Subpart  B),  notice  is  hereby  given  that 
the  Office  of  Hazardous  Materials  Oper¬ 
ations  of  the  Materials  Transportatkm 
Bureau  has  received  the  application  de¬ 
scribed  herein. 


NOTICES 

COMMENTS  BY:  March  5.  1977,  with 
reBg)ect  to  ivpileatioDs  for  a  new  ezemp- 
tlOD. 

ADDRESSED  TO: 

Docket  SectloD,  Office  of  Hazardous 
Materials  OperatloDs,  Departmrat  of 
Transp<Htatlon.  Washington,  D.C. 
20590. 

Comments  should  refer  to  the  applica¬ 
tion  number  and  be  submitted  in 
triplicate. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION:  Com¬ 
plete  cc^ies  of  the  lUVUcations  are  avail - 

New  e^emptionf 


6605 

able  for  in^iecticm  and  c(^?ying  at  the 
Public  Docket  Room,  Office  of  Hazardous 
Materials  Operatic^  Department  of 
Transportation.  Room  6500,  Trans  Point 
Building.  2100  Second  Street  SW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

Each  mode  (rf  transportation  for  which 
a  particular  exemption  is  requested  is 
indicated  by  a  number  in  the  “Nature 
of  Aivlication”  portion  of  the  table  below 
as  follows:  1 — Motor  vehicle,  2 — Rail 
freight,  3 — Cargo  vesseL  4 — Cargo-only 
aircraft,  5 — Passenger -carrying  aircraft. 


AppUeation  AppUeant 

No. 


K<^lstkm(a)  afleeUd 


Niituf  ofaiH'lioation 


»e05-N 

7606-N 

W07-N 

7S0S-N 

«70»-N 

7M0-N 

Wll-N 

7W2-N 


7613-N 

7615- N 

7616- N 

7019-N 

7ii20-N 

rea-N 

T622-N 

7«a3-N 

W24-N 


Onirral  Pynaniic?.  FortWortb,  Toi..  4B  CFR  17S.92,  173.102,  173.113,  176J..  To  kathetiie  shipment  of  rocket  motors  coutaiumg  B  exphiase  powrr 

derlcee  oontaiulng  class  C  explosive  small  arms  ammunition  a^  detnuatiiit: 
foaca,  class  C  explosive  In  an  anrmbled  eoudition.  (Modes  1, 3,  and  4.) 

Matheson  Gas  Products,  Lyndburst,  49  CFR  lT3.230(a}(2) . To  antborire  sbl|knent  of  metallic  sodium  blanket^  with  nitroeen  in  DOT 

N.J.  4BW  eyUuders.  (Mode  1.) 

(Tcntory  Bystans  Corp.,  Arkansas  46  CFR  172.101,  17SA... . . . .  To  authorise  shipment  of  bydrogen  Ka.s  in  a  rylinder  which  Is  less  than  7.22  in' 

City,  Kans.  in  volume  in  passenfKr-earrying  aircraft.  (Mode  S.). 

Olin  Corp.,  Stamford,  Conn . .  49  CFR  173.234, 173.M5b,  173;J49<a) . ..  Toanthoriie  shipment  of  certain  corrosives  and  oxidiacrs  by  private  carrier  in 

DOT  SL  drums,  DOT  2U  containers  and  non-DOT  military  water  cans. 
(Mode  1.) 


Nenana  Fuel  Co.,  Ncnana,  Alaska _ 49  CF  H  175,330 _ 

W.R.  Grace  A  Co.,  San  LMmdro.  Calif.  49  CFR  173.132.... 

Richmond  Food  Stores,  Inc.,  Rich-  49  CFR  173.101... 
mood,  “Va. 

SheU  Oil  Co.,  Houston.  Tex _ 49  CFR  179.100-23. 


Rexnord, luc.,  Brookfield, Wis . .  49CFK  173.245(a) (17) . 

The  Norac  Co.,  Inc.,  Asusa,  Calif . 49  CFR  173.157(a)(4),  17X^24. . 

Missouri  Pacific  Railroad  Co..  St  49  CFR  172.204(a),  174.25(8),  174.5W 
Louis,  Mo.  0)(2). 

Pullman  Kellogg,  Houston,  Tex . 49  CFR  175.10, 175.700 . . . 

W,  P.  ButtcrfWd  (Zngineers)  Ltd.,  49CFR173J47 . . 

Shipley, West  Yorkshue.  England. 

Great  Lak«  Cbesnkal  Corp.,  West  49  CFR  173.35.3 . . . . 

Lafayette,  Ind. 

E.  I.  du  Pont  de  Nemours  A  Co.,  Inc.,  49  CF  R  173.365 _ _ _ 

Wilmington.  Dei. 

Safeway  Stora,  Inc.,  Oakland,  Calif..  49  CFR  173.1200 . . . 

Standard  Milling  Co.,  Kansas  City,  49  CFR  173.162(h) . 


To  autbohre  shipment  of  flammable  and  combustible  liquids  in  installed  tanks 
of  over  110  gal  capacity  in  cargo-only  aircraft.  (Mode  4.) 

To  authorise  shiimient  of  a  flammable  liquid  in  a  noit-DOT  porta>>le  tank. 
(Modes  1,  and  3.) 

To  autborixe  shipment  of  siuail  arms  ammuiiitiun  in  an  ouUsdc  coutaiuer  of 
high  denrity  poleyethylene.  (Mode  1.) 

To  aothorite  retrofitting  shelf  E  or  shelf  F  couplers  in  Keu  of  head  dtields  on  all 
uninsulated  pressure  tank  cars.  .Adopt  F  R.A  emergency  order  5  as  a  permaiteni 
regulation.  (Mode  2.)  " 

To  authorize  shipment  of  certain  corroaive  liquids  in  1-gal  nnUned  tin  cans 
over^kcd  in  corrugated  eartons.  (Modes  1  and  3.) 

To  antlKMlxe  shipment  of  bentoyl  peroxide  in  a  mfidifled  DOT  21C  drum  » ilh- 
out  an  inside  ph^c  b«^.  (Mode  1.1 

To  authorize  telephone  billing  and  a  shortened  shipiter's  certificate:  use  of  the 
train  consist  In  Heu  of  waybill  for  empty  placard^  tank  ears;  allow  bufler 
ear  reUef  on  pickup/setout  trains.  (Mode  1.) 

To  autborir.e  Bnipment  of  exempt  quantitiee  of  radioactive  materials  aboard 
passenger-carrying  aircraft.  (Mode  5.) 

To  authorise  shlimtent  of  thionyl  obloride  in  portable  tanks  constructed  to 
I.S.O.  standards.  (Modes  1  and  3.) 

To  authorize  shipment  of  methyl  bromide  in  ISO  class  1-C  portable  taitk<. 
(Modes  1,  2,  ana  8.) 

To  muth<u1ze  shipment  of  p-nitrobenzyl  bromide  in  DOT  56  portable  tanks. 
(Mode  1.) 

.  To  authorize  shipment  of  materials  classed  as  ORM-D  in  wire  baskei.s  on 
rollers.  (Mode  1.) 

.  To  authorize  shipment  of  up  to  60.000  Ib  of  charcoal  In  1  rail  car.  (Mode  2.) 


7625-N 


MU. 

MUport  Chemical  Co.,  Milwaukee,  49CFR173.245,173,249,173,263,173J68,  To  authorize  shipment  of  certain  corrosive  liquids  In  DOT  57  portable  tanks. 
Ws.  173J272.  (Mode  1.) 


This  notice  of  receipt  of  application 
for  new  exemption  Is  published  fa  ac¬ 
cordance  with  section  107  of  the  Hazard¬ 
ous  Materials  Transportation  Act  (49 
UB.C.  1806;  49  CFR  1.53(e) ) . 

Issued  In  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Jan¬ 
uary  25,  1977. 

J.  R.  Grothe. 

Chief.  Exemptions  Branch,  Of¬ 
fice  of  Hazardous  Materials 
Operations 

IFB  r)oc.77-2990  Filed  2-2-77;8;45  am] 


URBAN  REINVESTMENT  TASK 
FORCE 

NEIGHBORHOOD  HOUSING  SERVICES 
PROGRAMS 

General  Information 

Introduction 

The  Urban  Reinvestment  Task  Frare 
conducts  programs  designed  to  stimulate 
devek^xnent  of  a  local  prlvate-piffillc 
resident  partnerships  cfxnmttted  to 
stemming  nels^borhood  decline.  Hie 
Task  Force  Is  a  joint  effiMt  of  the  Federal 


financial  regulatory  agencies — the  Fed¬ 
eral  Home  Loan  Bank  Board,  Federal 
Reserve  System,  Federal  Deposit  Insur¬ 
ance  Corporation  and  the  Comptroller 
of  the  Chirrency — and  the  Secretary  of 
the  U.S.  Department  of  Housing  and 
Uiban  Development. 

Task  Force  funding  is  provided  by  a 
HUD  demonstration  grant  and  the  F^- 
eral  Home  Loan  Bank  System.  The  pro¬ 
gram  Is  administered  by  the  Office  of 
Neighborh(X)d  Reinvestment  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Home  Loan  Banks,  based  In  Wash- 
Ingtwi,  D.C. 

The  Task  Force’s  major  effort  is  help¬ 
ing  develop  Neighboihood  Housing  Serv¬ 
ices  programs  In  cities  throughout  the 
country.  The  programs  involve  the  crea¬ 
tion  of  a  local  partnership  of  neighbor¬ 
hood  residents,  the  private  sector  and 
local  government  To  date  there  are  30 
operating  NHS  programs,  and  during 
1977,  16  to  20  NHS  i»x)grams  will  be  hi 
develivment. 

Neighborhood  HoBsing  Services 

Programs 

Neighborhood  Homdrig  Services  (NHS) 
prograaos.  as  devdoped  by  the  Urban 


Reinvestment  Task  Force,  are  demon¬ 
stration  projects  based  on  tested  experi¬ 
ence.  Essential  features  of  a  t3(plcal  NHS 
program  include  the  following. 

1.  A  neighborhood  with  distinct  bound¬ 
aries  characterized  by  (a)  basically 
sound  housing  structures  showing  signs 
of  lack  of  maintenance  and  deteriora¬ 
tion;  (b)  difficulty  In  obtaining  mort¬ 
gages  and  home  Improvement  loans;  (c) 
a  substantial  number  of  owner-occupied 
structures  (usually  greater  than  50%); 
(d)  an  area  of  from  1000  to  2000  struc¬ 
tures  In  larger  cities  (fewer  structures  in 
smaller  cities)  which  are  predominantly 
single  family  dwellings;  (e)  a  median 
family  income  in  the  neighborhood  no 
less  than  80%  of  the  city-wide  median: 
and  (f)  structures  where  typical  repair 
costs  are  in  the  range  of  $6,000  per  unit. 

2.  A  neighborhood  of  residents  who 
want  to  preserve  their  community  and 
Improve  their  homes  and  who  will  par¬ 
ticipate  in  the  program  and  help  create 
a  positive  improvement  climate. 

3.  Strong  local  government  involve- 
moit  In  developing  and  Implementing 
ttke  program.  This  should  take  the  form 
of  l^reased  capital  improvements  and 
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city  service  levels  where  needed,  active 
participation  on  boards  and  commit¬ 
tees,  and  establishment  of  a  senitive  and 
systematic  housing  inspection  program. 

4.  A  group  of  financial  institution  ex¬ 
ecutives  who  agree  to  reinvest  in  the 
neighborhood  by  making  loans  at  market 
rates  to  all  homeowners  who  meet  normal 
underwriting  criteria.  Financial  institu¬ 
tion  involvement  usually  takes  the  form, 
in  addition,  of  contributions  to  the  NHS 
to  meet  operating  costs  and  active  par¬ 
ticipation  during  development  of  the 
program  as  well  as  during  operation  by 
service  on  the  board  and  committees. 

5.  A  revolving  loan  fund  designed  to 
•meet  the  needs  of  NHS  clients  who  can¬ 
not  meet  commercial  credit  require¬ 
ments.  The  fund  is  set  up  as  a  self-help 
tool  for  the  neighborhood  and  is  a  source 
of  loans,  not  grants,  with  repayment 
terms  to  fit  the  ability  of  the  borrower. 
Loans  are  seemed  by  the  property,  usu¬ 
ally  a  second  deed  of  trust  or  mortgage, 
and  NHS  counsels  with  clients  to  solve 
payment  difiBculties.  Funds  are  normally 
contributed  by  foundations,  local  cor¬ 
porate  sources  and  increasingly  by  local 
government  from  community  develop¬ 
ment  block  grant  funds.  The  Urban  Re¬ 
investment  Task  Force  may  provide  a 
seed  grant  to  stimulate  capitalization  of 
the  revolving  loan  f\md. 

6.  Establishment  of  an  operating 
program  with  the  following  characteris¬ 
tics  and  providing  the  following  serv¬ 
ices. 

a.  A  private,  state-chartered  corpora- 
ation  with  a  501(c)(3)  tax  exempt 
status; 

b.  The  corporation  is  governed  by  a 
local  board  of  directors  made  up  of 
nelghborhod  residents,  at-large  com- 
mimity  members  as  appropriate,  finan¬ 
cial  industry  representatives,  and  city 
government  representation  or  liaison  as 
appropriate.  No  partner  controls,  but 
neighborhood  residents  constitute  a  nu¬ 
merical  majority  on  the  board; 

c.  NHS  board  and  committees  carry 
out  the  on-going  responsibility  to  keep 
the  basic  resources  in  place  to  operate 
the  NHS  program.  These  include  loan 
fimd  and  administrative  funding,  code 
Inspecticm  services,  public  Improvements, 
bankable  lending,  an  adequate  level  of 
organized  resident  support,  designated 
target  areas  and  adequate  stafitog. 

d.  From  an  office  in  the  neighborhood, 
a  smaH  but  skilled  and  committed  staff 
(usually  a  director,  assistant  director 
and  secretary  or  administrative  assist¬ 
ant)  carry  out  administrative  respon¬ 
sibilities  and  provide  the  following  NHS 
services: 

Rehabilitation  counseling — an  analy¬ 
sis  of  home  repair  needs,  work  write-ups, 
cost  estimates  and  home  repair  counsel¬ 
ing; 

Construction  monitoring  services — 
on-site  inspections  and  communicatiem 
links  between  contractors  and  residents; 

Financial  services — ^financial  couns^- 
ing  with  regard  to  client  financial  al¬ 
ternatives,  helping  assess  and  solve  real 
estate  related  problems  or  other  blocks 
to  property  improvement,  and  making 
referrals  to  tenders  or  other  non-NHS 
resources  as  ai9roi»*late. 


Urban  Reinvesthent  Task  Force  Role 

The  Task  Force’s  role  is  to  dev^op  and 
assist  the  NHS  program.  The  devdop- 
mental  process  usually  takes  from  eight 
months  to  a  year  and  Includes  the  fol¬ 
lowing  steps  taken  by  the  Task  Force  in 
conjunction  with  local  entities. 

1.  Reviewing  applications  and  con¬ 
ducting  field  reviews  to  determine  if  the 
basic  elements  for  a  successful  NHS 
program  exist; 

2.  Entering  into  a  developmental 
agreement  with  a  local  entity  to  assist 
locad  residents,  financial  institution  rep¬ 
resentatives  and  representatives  of  local 
governments  create  a  NHS  program.  Cost 
to  the  local  entity  is  in  the  range  of 
$30,000  to  $50,000  for  development  This 
covers  the  cost  of  a  local,  full-time  staff 
person  hired  by  the  Task  Force  for  six 
months  to  a  year,  and  a  series  of  work¬ 
shops,  including  travel  for  participants  to 
an  operating  NHS  program; 

3.  Conducting  a  careful  survey  of  local 
resources,  and  securing  the  interest  (rf 
relevant  institutions  and  individuals; 

4.  Conducting  an  educational  process 
featuring  several  workshops,  designed  to 
acquaint  representatives  of  all  of  the 
relevant  segments  of  the  commimlty  with 
operational  details  of  the  NHS  program, 
and  assisting  them  in  fitting  the  general 
model  to  local  conditions: 

5.  Assisting  in  the  organization,  incor¬ 
poration,  funding  and  selection  eff  staff 
for  the  NHS: 

6.  Training  the  NHS  staff  and  assist¬ 
ing  in  the  installation  of  operating  pro¬ 
cedures  adapted  to  local  needs  and  con¬ 
ditions; 

7.  Providing  a  seed  money  grant,  or 
assisting  in  securing  one  from  other 
soiurces,  to  initiate  the  ongoing  fimd  rais¬ 
ing  program  for  a  revolving  loan  fund; 

8.  Conducting  a  workshop  for  local 
lending  officers,  appraisers,  mortgage  in¬ 
surers  and  regulatory  officials  to  enable 
them  to  appreciate  the  expected  Impact 
of  the  NHS  coordinated  reinvestment 
pre^ram  on  the  future  of  the  neighbor¬ 
hood; 

9.  Providing  ongoing  information  and 
technical  assistance  to  the  newly  formed, 
private,  non-profit  NHS  program. 

Special  State  Programs 

The  limited  resources  of  the  Task 
Force  will  not  permit  the  development  of 
NHS  programs  in  every  state,  or  nor¬ 
mally  more  than  one  program  in  any  one 
state  during  its  1977  Fiscal  Year.  Appli¬ 
cations  are  encouraged  from  state  agen¬ 
cies,  however,  to  enter  into  a  partnership 
with  the  Task  Force,  whereby  state  fi¬ 
nancial  resources  could  be  deployed  to 
cover  part  of  the  Task  Force  staffing 
costs  and/or  seed  money  -grants  to  local 
NHS  programs,  complementing  Task 
Force  technical  resources.  Under  such 
Task  Force-state  partnership  arrange¬ 
ments,  the  Task  Force  could  develop  sev¬ 
eral  programs  in  a,  given  state. 

Such  a  program,  for  example,  could 
Involve  state  fimding  of  $200,000 
matched  by  Task  Force  fimding  of  $100,- 
000,  providing  support  for  full-time  Task 
Force  supervisory  staff  for  that  state,  as 


well  as  seed  money  grants  for  as  many 
as  three  NHS  programs  in  that  state. 

Multi-neighborhood  Programs 

Where  resources  have  been  adequate, 
the  Task  Force  has  found  it  possible  to 
create  NHS  programs  which  serve  two 
or  more  neighborhoods  in  a  given  city. 
Applications  for  such  programs  should 
Indicate  potential  sources  of  funding  for 
the  NHS  program  at  annual  levels  of 
t3T)ically  $60,000  per  neighborhood  for 
administrative  costs  and  $100,000  per 
neighborhood  for  additions  to  the  revolv¬ 
ing  loan  fund. 

Additional  Neighborhoods  for  Existing 
NHS  Programs 

Several  of  the  1977  NHS  developmental 
programs  may  include  expansion  to  one 
or  more  additional  neighborhoods  of  al¬ 
ready-existing  NHS  programs.  Applica¬ 
tions  for  such  assistance  should  Indicate 
potential  soiuues  of  the  additional 
annual  funding  referred  to  above.  Task 
Force  funding  is  available  for  a  limited 
number  of  grants  of  NHS  revolving  loan 
funds  and/or  funding  of  the  develop¬ 
mental  costs  of  expanding  the  program. 

Application  Procedure 

The  demonstration  program  is  sched¬ 
uled  to  continue  through  1979,  and  appli¬ 
cations  are  being  accepted  on  an  ongoing 
basis.  AppUcatiem  forms  are  available 
upon  request.  Local  entities  may  submit 
applications  and  materials  supporting 
their  readiness  to  be  considered  for  serv¬ 
ices  of  the  Task  Force  in  development  of 
a  NHS  program.  The  Task  Force  will  re¬ 
view  materials  and  select  promising  ap¬ 
plications  for  field  review. 

Following  field  review,  applications 
wUl  be  ranked  according  to  their  promise 
as  d^onstrations,  and  agreements  will 
be  entered  into  with  the  local  ^titles 
with  top  ranking  applications,  subject  to 
availability  ot  Task  Force  resources.  • 

Inquiries  should  be  addressed  to  the 
Urbem  Reinvestment  Task  Force,  1120 
19th  Street,  NW,  Washington,  D.C. 
20036. 

William  A.  Whiteside, 

Staff  Director. 

[PR  Doc.77-3418  PUed  1-S1-77;S:60  pm] 

INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[Notice  No.  317] 

ASSIGNMENT  OF  HEARINGS 

January  31,  1977. 

Cases  assigned  for  hearing,  postpone¬ 
ment,  cancellation  or  oral  argument  ap¬ 
pear  below  and  will  be  published  only 
once,  nils  list  contains  prospective  as¬ 
signments  only  and  does  not  Include 
cases  previously  assigned  hearing  dates. 
The  hearings  -will  be  on  the  issues  as 
presently  j*efiected  in  the  Official  Docket 
of  the  Commission.  An  attempt  will  be 
made  to  publish  notices  of  cancellation 
of  hearings  as  promptly  as  possible,  but 
Interested  parties  ^ould  take  appro¬ 
priate  steps  to  insure  that  they  are  noti- 
'  fied  of  cancellaticm  or  postponements  of 
hearings  in  which  they  are  interested. 
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lie  119988  (Sub-No  96),  Great  DVestera 
Trucking  Co.,  Inc„  now  assigned  February 
8,  1977,  at  Chicago,  mmols,  Is  canceled 
and  the  application  la  dlsmlseed. 

lie  67866  (Sub-31),  Film  Transit,  Inc,,  now 
bemg  assigned  continued  bearing  April 
12,  1977,  at  the  Offices  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 

FD  28255,  Chesapeake  and  cmio  Railroad 
Company — ^Lease  and  Operate — The  Balti¬ 
more  and  Ohio  Railroad  Company  Between 
Clendenin  and  Charleston  m  Kanawha 
County,  West  Virginia  now  assigned  March 
8,  1977,  at  Charleston,  West  Virginia  will 
be  held  m  Boom  C,  C  Building.  Wa^lng- 
ton  Street,  East. 

MC  134958  (Sub-9),  Hams  Express.  Inc.,  now 
assigned  Iilarcb  21,  1977  at  Philadelphia. 
Pennsylvania,  will  be  held  In  Boom  No. 
3240  Wlllljim  J.  Green,  Jr.  Federal  Build¬ 
ing,  600  Arch  Street. 

MC  142432  (Sub-1),  Ncnman  R.  Jackson, 
now  being  assigned  March  23,  1977  (3 
days)  in  Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania,  In 
Room  3240  WUUam  J.  Green,  Jr.  Federal 
BuUdmg,  600  Arch  Street.  Section  5a  Ap¬ 
plication  No.  116,  Willamette  Tariff  Bu¬ 
reau-Agreement  (2),  now  bemg  assigned 
March  1.  1977,  at  the  Offices  oi  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Conunlssion,  Washington, 
D.C. 

MC  1  (S\m-No.  7),  Eschenbach  &  Rodgers 
Trucking,  Inc.,  now  assigned  March  23, 
1977  at  Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania,  Is  can¬ 
celed  and  the  application  Is  dismissed. 

Robert  L.  Oswald, 
Secretary. 

IPR  Doc.77-3424  PUed  2-2-77;8:45  am) 


|Rule  19,  Ex  Parte  No.  241,  Exemption 
No.  129] 

ATCHISON.  TOPEKA  AND  SANTA  FE 
RAILWAY  CO.  ET  AL 

Exemption  Under  Provision  of  Mandatory 
Car  Service  Rules 

It  appearing.  That  the  railroads  named 
herein  own  numerous  40-ft.  plain  box¬ 
cars;  that  under  present  condltlcms, 
there  Is  virtually  no  demand  for  these 
cars  on  the  lines  of  the  car  owners;  that 
return  of  these  cars  to  the  car  owners 
would  result  in  their  being  stored  Idle 
on  these  lines;  that  such  cars  can  be 
used  by  other  carriers  for  transporting 
traffic  offered  for  shipments  to  points 
remote  from  the  car  owners;  and  that 
compliance  with  Car  Service  Rules  1  and 
2  prevents  such  use  of  plain  boxcars 
owned  by  the  railroads  listed  herein,  re¬ 
sulting  In  unnecessary  loss  of  utilization 
of  such  cars. 

It  is  ordered.  That,  pursuant  to  the  au¬ 
thority  vested  in  me  by  Car  Service  Rule 
19,  plain  boxcars  described  In  the  Official 
Railway  Equipment  Register,  I.C.C.- 
RJ:.R.  No.  401,  Issued  by  W.  J.  Trezlse  or 
successive  Issues  thereof,  as  having 
mechanical  designation  "XM”.  with  in¬ 
side  leng^th  44-ft.  6  In.  or  less,  regardless 
of  door  width  and  bearing  reporting 
marks  assigned  to  the  railroads  named 
below,  shall  be  exempt  from  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  Car  Service  Rules  1(a),  2(a), 
and  2(b). 

The  Atchison,  Thp^s  and  Santa  Fe  RaUway 
Company 

R^rarting  Ma^:  ATSF 
Bessemer  and  naka  Erie  RaUroad  Company 

Reportmg  Marks:  et.w 


NOTICES 

The  Baltimore  and  Ohio  RaUroad  Company 
Reporting  Marta;  BO* 

•The  Chesapeake  and  Ohio  RaUway  Oo«n>any 
Reporting  Marta:  CO-FM 
Chicago,  Rock  Island  and  Fadfle  Railroad 
Company 

Reporting  Maiks:  RI-ROCK 
Chicago,  West  Pullman  h  Southern  Railroad 
Company 

Reporting  Marks:  CWP 
The  Denver  and  Rio  Grande  Western  RaUroad 
Con4>any 

Reporting  Marks:  DROW 
Elgin,  JoUet  and  Eastern  RaUway  Company 
Hearting  Marks:  HUE 
lUinois  Terminal  Railroad  Company 
Reporting  Marks:  ITC 
LouisvUle  and  NashvlUe  Railroad  Company 
Reporting  Marks:  CIIj-L&N-MON-NC 
Louisville,  New  Albany  9t  Corydon  RaUroad 
Company 

Reporting  Marks:  LNAC 
Mlssouri-Kansas-Texas  Railroad  Company 
Reporting  Marks:  MKT 
Missouri  Pacific  Railroad  Company 
Reporting  Marks:  CEI-MI-lirn*-TP 
New  Hope  and  Ivyland  RaUroad  Company 
Reporting  Marks:  NUIK 
Southern  Railway  Company 

Reporting  Maiks:  C^NS-SA-SOC  ^ 

SCO  Line  Railroad  Company 
Reporting  Marks:  SCO 
Union  Pacific  Railroad  Company 
Reporting  Marks:  UP 
Western  Maryland  RaUway  Company 
Reporting  Marks:  WM 

Effective  12:01  ajn.,  January  25,  1977, 
and  continuing  In  effect  until,  further 
order  of  this  Commission. 

Issued  at  Washlngtmi,  D.C.,  January 
18,  1977. 

Interstate  Commerce 
Commission, 

Joel  E.  Burns, 

Agent. 

[FR  Doc.77-3432  PUed  2-2-77;8:45  am) 


[S.O.  1252;  I.C.C.  Order  1;  Arndt.  1] 

BIRMINGHAM  SOUTHERN  RAILROAD  AND 
LOUISVILLE  AND  NASHVILLE  RAILROAD 
CO. 

Rerouting  of  Traffic 

Upon  further  crmskleration  of  I.C.C. 
Order  No.  1  and  good  cause  appearing 
therefor: 

It  is  ordered.  That:  I.C.C.  Order  No.  1 
be,  and  It  Is  hereby,  amended  by  substi¬ 
tuting  the  followl^  paragraph  (e)  for 
paragraph  (e)  thereof: 

(e)  Expiration  date.  This  order  shall 
expire  at  11:59  pjn..  April  30,  1977,  un¬ 
less  otherwise  modified,  changed,  or  sus¬ 
pended. 

It  is  further  ordered,  lliat  this  amend¬ 
ment  shall  become  effective  at  11:59  pjn., 
January  31,  1977,  and  that  this  order 
shall  be  served  upon  the  Associatimi  nf 
American  Railroads,  Car  Service  Divi¬ 
sion,  as  agent  of  all  railroads  subscribing 
to  the  car  service  and  car  hire  agree¬ 
ment  under  the  terms  of  that  agreement, 
and  upon  the  American  Short  Line  Rail¬ 
road  Association;  and  that  it  be  filed 
with  the  Director,  Office  of  the  Federal 
Register. 


*  St.  Louls-San  Francisco  RaUway  Company 
deleted.  Burlington  Northern  Inc.,  deleted. 
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Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  January 
26,  1977. 

Interstate  Commerce 
Commission, 

Joel  L.  Burns, 

Agent. 

[PR  Doc.77-3437  PUed  2-2-77; 8  45  am) 


laO.  1252;  I.C.C.  Order  17;  Arndt.  2) 

CHESAPEAKE  AND  OHIO  RAILWAY  CO. 

Rerouting  Traffic 

To  aU  railroads:  Upon  further  consid¬ 
eration  of  I.C.C.  Order  No.  17  (The  Ches¬ 
apeake  and  Ohio  Railway  Company)  and 
good  cause  appearing  therefor: 

It  is  ordered.  That:  I.C.C.  Order  No. 
17  be,  and  It  Is  hereby,  amended  by  sub¬ 
stituting  the  feffiowing  paragraph  (g)  for 
paragraph  (g)  thereof: 

(g)  Expiration  date.  This  order  shall 
expire  at  11:59  p.m.,  February  4.  1977. 
unless  otherwise  modified,  changed,  or 
suspended. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  this  amend¬ 
ment  shall  become  effective  at  11 :59  pjn.. 
January  31,  1977,  and  that  this  order 
shall  be  served  upon  the  Association  of 
American  Railroads,  Car  Service  Divi¬ 
sion.  as  agent  of  all  railroads  subscribing 
to  the  car  service  and  car  hire  agree¬ 
ment  imder  the  terms  of  that  agreement 
and  upon  the  American  Short  Line  Rail¬ 
road  Assoclatlcm;  and  that  it  be  filed 
with  the  Director,  Office  of  the  Federal 
Register. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  January 
26,  1977. 

Interstate  Commerce 
Commission. 

Joel  E.  Burns, 

Agent. 

[FR  DOC  77-3428  PUed  2-2-77:8:45  am) 


(Rev.  S.O.  1252;  ICC  Order  19) 

CONSOLIDATED  RAIL  CORP. 

Rerouting  of  Traffic 

To  all  Railroads:  In  the  opinion  of 
Joel  E.  Bums.  Agent,  the  Consolidated 
Rail  Corporation  is  unable  to  transport 
traffic  routed  via  its  car  ferry  between 
Norfolk,  Virginia,  and  Cape  Charles,  Vir¬ 
ginia.  because  of  accumulations  of  ice 
at  the  fioat  bridges. 

It  is  ordered.  That:  (a)  Rerouting 
traffic:  The  Consolidated  Rail  Corpora¬ 
tion  being  unable  to  transport  traffic 
routed  via  its  car  ferry  between  Norfolk. 
Virginia,  and  Cape  Charles,  Virginia,  be¬ 
cause  of  accmnulations  of  ice  at  the  fioat 
bridges  is  hereby  authorized  to  divert 
and  reroute  such  traffic  over  any  avail¬ 
able  route  to  expedite  Uie  movement  re¬ 
gardless  of  the  routing  shown  on  the 
waybill.  TTie  billing  covering  all  such 
cars  rerouted  shall  carry  a  reference  to 
this  order  as  authority  for  the  rerouting. 

(b)  Concurrence  of  receiving  roads  to 
be  obtained.  The  railrotui  desiring  to  di¬ 
vert  or  reroute  traffic  imder  this  order 
shall  receive  the  concurrence  of  other 
railroads  to  which  such  traffic  is  to  be 
diverted  or  rerouted,  before  the  rerout¬ 
ing  or  diversion  is  ordered. 
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(c)  Notification  to  shippers.  Each  car¬ 
rier  rerouting  cars  in  accordance  with 
this  order  shall  notify  each  shipper  at 
the  time  each  car  is  rerouted  or  diverted 
and  shall  furnish  to  such  shifter  the 
new  routing  provided  under  this  order. 

(d)  Inasmuch  as  the  diversion  or  re¬ 
routing  of  traffic  by  said  Agent  is  deemed 
to  be  due  to  carriers’  disability,  the  rates 
applicable  to  traffic  diverted  or  rerouted 
by  said  Agent  shall  be  the  rates  which 
were  applicable  at  the  time  of  shipment 
on  the  shipments  as  origmally  routed. 

(e)  In  executing  the  dir^tions  of  the 
Commission  and  of  such  Agent  provided 
for  in  this  order,  the  common  carriers 
involved  shall  proceed  even  though  no 
contracts,  agreements,  or  arrangements 
now  exist  between  them  with  reference 
to  the  divisions  of  the  rates  of  transpor¬ 
tation  applicable  to  said  traffic.  Divisions 
shall  be,  during  the  time  this  order  re¬ 
mains  in  force, 'those  voluntarily  agreed 
upon  by  and  between  said  carriers;  or 
upon  failure  of  the  carriers  to  so  agree, 
said  divisions  shall  be  those  hereafter 
fixed  by  the  Commission  in  accordance 
with  pertinent  authority  conferred  upon 
it  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act. 

(f)  Effective  date.  This  order  shall 
become  effective  at  8:30  a.m.,  January  24, 
1977. 

(g)  Expiration  date.  This  order  shall 
expire  at  11:59  p.m.,  January  31,  1977, 
unless  otherwise  modified,  changed  or 
suspended. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  this  order 
shall  be  served  upon  the  Association  of 
American  Railro^s,  Car  Service  Divi¬ 
sion,  as  agent  of  all  railroads  subscrib¬ 
ing  to  the  car-service  and  car  hire  agree¬ 
ment  under  the  terms  of  that  agreement, 
and  upon  the  American  Short  Line  Rail¬ 
road  Association;  and  that  It  be  filed 
with  the  Director,  Office  of  the  Federal 
Register. 


considered  by  the  Commission  pursuant 
to  the  aforesaid  sections  of  the  Act  must 
so  notify  the  Commission,  and  Include  In 
Its  notice  a  showing  of  the  rate  in  effect 
on  January  1  (of  tiie  Involved  year)  for 
the  subject  traffic,  and  a  vertificatlon 
that  all  subscribers  to  the  Involved 
tariff(s)  have  been  furnished  the  same 
information  as  given  in  the  notice  to  the 
Commission. 

Our  experience  with  the  procedures  es¬ 
tablished  in  the  prior  notice  herein  indi¬ 
cates  that  revision  of  said  procedures  is 
necessary,  in  order  to  facilitate  the  Im- 
plemmentation  of  the  provisions  of  sec¬ 
tions  15(8)  (b)  and  (c)  of  the  Act.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  the  aforementioned  procedures 
shall  be  modified  to  provide  (1)  that 
notification  of  any  tariff  filing  pursuant 
to  sections  15(8)  (b)  and  (c)  of  the  Act 
include  a  seimrate  statement  with  the 
letter  of  transmittal  accompanying  the 
filed  publication  addressed  to  Chief, 
Tariff  Examining  Branch,  Bureau  of 
Traffic,  and  entitled  “Notice  of  Piling 
Pursuant  to  Sections  15(8)  (b)  and  15 
(8)(c)  of  the  Act  (“YO-YO”  PUing)”; 

(2)  include  in  said  separate  statement  a 
showing  of  the  rate  in  effect  (updated 
through  all  applicable  Increases)  on 
January  1  of  the  year  in  which  the  pro¬ 
posed  changed  rate  is  to  take  effect;  and 

(3)  make  reference  in  the  tariff  publica¬ 
tion  being  filed  that  “Matter  in  this 
(tariff,  supplement.  Item  etc.,  as  appro¬ 
priate)  is  filed  pursuant  to  Sections  15 
(8)  (b)  and  15(8)  (c)  of  the  Act  (“YO¬ 
YO”  Piling)”.  Reference  to  sections  15 
(8)(b)  and  15(8)  (c)  in  the  filed  tariff 
publication  eliminates  the  requirement 
set  forth  in  the  prior  notice  that  carriers 
furnish  each  tariff  subscriber  with  sepa¬ 
rate  notification  of  any  tariff  filing  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  aforesaid  sections  of  the  Act. 

Robert  L.  Oswald, 
Secretary. 


Issued  at  Washington,  D.(^.,  January 
24,  1977. 

'  Interstate  Commerce 

Commission, 

Joel  E.  Burns, 

Agent. 

[FR  Doc.77-3425  Filed  2-2-77:8:45  am] 


FILING  OF  RAIL  TARIFFS  OF  CHANGED 
RATES  PURSUANT  TO  THE  RAILROAD 
REVITALIZATION  AND  REGULATORY 
REFORM  ACT  OF  1976 

Supplemental  Notice 

January  27,  1977. 

By  notice  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  February  20,  1976  (41  FR 
7848),  the  Commission  established  pro¬ 
cedures  for  common  carriers  by  railroad 
governing  tariff  filings  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tions  15(8)  (b)  and  15(8)  (c)  of  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Act.  It  was  provided 
therein  that  any  rail  cmnmon  carrier  (or 
Its  tariff  pubUshlng  agent)  which  de¬ 
sires  to  have  any  proposed  arte  change  ^ 


1  The  change  must  be  one  which  Is  not  of 
general  i^ipllcablU^  and  the  aggregate  (rf  the 
Inereaae  or  decrease  may  not  esoeed  7  per 
centum  of  the  rate  In  effect  on  January  1, 


[FR  Doc.77-3430  Piled  2-2-77:8:45  am] 


FOURTH  SECTION  APPLICATION  FOR 
RELIEF 

January  31,  1977. 

An  application,  as  summarized  below, 
has  been  filed  reqeusting  relief, fixMn 
the  requirements  of  Section  4  of  the  Ri- 
terstate  Commerce  Act  to  permit  com¬ 
mon  carriers  named  or  described  In  the 
application  to  maintain  higher  rates  and 
charges  at  Intermediate  points  than 
those  sought,  to  be  established  at  more 
distant  points. 

Protests  to  the  granting  of  an  ai^lica- 
tion  must  be  prepared  in  accordance  with 
Rule  40  of  the  General  Rules  cX.  Prac¬ 
tice  (49  CFR  1100.40)  and  filed  within  15 
days  from  the  date  of  publication  of 
this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register. 

FSA  No.  43313 — Sand,  to  Star  City, 
West  Virginia.  Filed  by  Southwestern 


1976  to  come  within  this  subsection  in  con¬ 
nection  with  rates  filed  within  366  days  of 
enactment.  Thereafter,  during  the  next  year, 
the  aggregate  Increase  at  decreckse  may  not 
exceed  7  per  centum  of  the  rate  In  effect  on 
January  1,  1077.  See  15(8)  (b)  and  (c),  as 
amend^. 


Freight  Bureau,  Agent,  (No.  B-651),  for 
interested  rail  carriers.  Rates  on  sand,  in 
carloads,  as  described  in  the  application, 
frMn  Crystal  City,  Klondike  and  Ludwig, 
Missouri,  to  Star  City,  West  Virginia. 
Grounds  for  relief — ^Rate  relationship. 

Tariff — Supplement  111  to  Southwest¬ 
ern  Freight  Bureau,  Agent,  tariff  162-Y, 
I.C.C.  No.  5103. 

Rates  are  published  to  become  effec¬ 
tive  on  March  2,  1977. 

By  the  Commission. 

Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.77-3433  Filed  2-2-77:8:45  am] 


[S.O.  1252:  ICC  Order  20] 

GRAND  TRUNK  WESTERN  CO. 

Rerouting  of  Traffic 

To  all  railroads:  In  the  opinion  of  Joel 
E.  Bums,  Agent,  the  Grand  Trunk  West¬ 
ern  Railroad  Company  is  unable  to 
transport  traffic  over  its  car  ferry  be¬ 
tween  Milwaukee,  Wisconsin,  and  Mus¬ 
kegon,  Michigan,  because  of  ice  condi¬ 
tions  in  Lake  Michigan. 

It  is  ordered.  That:  (a)  The  Grand 
Trunk  Western  Railroad  Company,  being 
imable  to  transport  traffic  over  its  car 
ferry  between  Milwaukee,  Wisconsin, 
and  Muskegon,  Michigan,  because  of  ice 
conditions  in  Lake  Michigan,  that  line 
is  hereby  authorized  to  reroute  and  divert 
such  traffic,  via  any  available  route,  to 
expedite  the  movement.  Traffic  neces¬ 
sarily  diverted  by  authority  of  this  order 
shall  be  rerouted  so  as  to  preserve  as 
nearly  as  possible  the  participation  and 
revenues  of  other  carriers  provided  in 
the  original  routing. 

(b)  Concurrence  of  receiving  road  to 
he  obtained.  The  railroad  diverting  the 
traffic  shall  receive  the  concurrence  of 
the  lines  over  which  the  traffic  is  re¬ 
routed  or  diverted  before  the  rerouting 
or  diversion  is  ordered. 

(c)  Notification  to  shippers.  Each  car¬ 
rier  rerouting  cars  in  accordance  with 
this  order  shall  notify  each  shipper  at 
the  time  each  car  is  rerouted  or  diverted 
and  shall  furnish  to  such  shipper  the 
new  routing  provided  under  this  order. 

(d)  Inasmuch  as  the  diverslcm  or  re¬ 
routing  of  traffic  by  said  Agent  is  deemed 
to  be  due  to  carrier’s  disability,  the  rates 
applicable  to  traffic  diverted  or  rerouted 
by  said  Agent  shall  be  the  rates  which 
were  applicable  at  the  time  of  shiimient 
on  the  shipments  as  origrinally  routed. 

(e)  In  executing  the  directions  of  the 
Commission  and  of  such  Agent  provided 
for  in  this  order,  the  common  carriers 
involved  shall  proceed  even  though  no 
contracts,  agreements,  or  arrangements 
now  exist  between  them  with  reference 
to  the  divisions  of  the  rates  of  transpor¬ 
tation  applicable  to  said  traffic;  divisions 
shall  be,  during  the  time  this  order  re¬ 
mains  in  force,  those  v<duntarUy  agreed 
uixm  by  and  between  said  carriers; 
upon  failure  of  the  carriers  to  so  agree, 
said  divisions  shall  be  those  hereafter 
fixed  by  the  Commission  in  accordance 
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with  pertinent  authority  conferred  upon 
it  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act. 

(f)  Effective  date.  This  order  shall  be¬ 
come  effective  at  3:00  pjn.,  January  26, 
1977. 

(g)  Expiration  date.  This  order  shall 
expire  at  11:59  pm.,  February  4,  1977, 
unless  otherwise  modified,  changed,  or 
suspended. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  this  order 
shall  be  served  upon  the  Association  of 
American  Railroads,  Car  Service  Divi¬ 
sion,  as  agent  of  all  railroads  subscribing 
to  the  car  service  and  car  hire  agreement 
under  the  terms  of  that  agreement,  and 
upon  the  American  Short  Line  Railroad 
Association;  and  that  it  be  filed  with  the 
Director,  Office  of  the  Federal  Register. 

Issued  at  Washington.  D.C.,  Jan¬ 
uary  26, 1977. 

Interstate  Commerce 
Commission, 

Joel  E.  Burns, 

Agent. 

|FR  Doc.77-3427  PUed  2-2-77:8:45  am) 

[S.0. 1252;  ICC  order  9;  Arndt.  1] 

MIDDLETOWN  AND  HUMMELSTOWN 
RAILROAD  CO. 

Rerouting  of  Traffic 

To  all  Railroads;  Upon  further  con¬ 
sideration  of  I.C.C.  Order  No.  9  (Middle- 
town  and  Hummelstown  Railroad  Com¬ 
pany)  and  good  cause  tippearing 
therefor: 

It  is  ordered.  That:  I.C.C.  Order  No.  9 
be,  and  It  is  hereby,  amended  by  sub¬ 
stituting  the  follow^  paragraph  (g) 
for  paragraph  (g)  thereof : 

(g)  Expiration  date.  This  order  shall 
expire  at  11:59  pm.,  July  31, 1977,  unless 
otherwise  modified,  changed,  (m*  sus¬ 
pended. 

It  is  further  ordered,  ITiat  this  amend¬ 
ment  shall  bec(»ne  effective  at  11  ;59  pm., 
January  31,  1977,  and  that  this  order 
shall  be  served  upon  the  Association  of 
American  Railroads,  Car  Service  Divi¬ 
sion,  as  agent  of  all  railroads  subscrib¬ 
ing  to  the  car  service  and  car  hire  agree¬ 
ment  under  the  terms  of  that  agree¬ 
ment,  and  up(m  the  American  Short 
Une  Rallroc^  Association;  and  that  it 
be  filed  with  the  Director,  Office  of  the 
Federal  Register. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  Janu¬ 
ary  25, 1977. 

Interstate  Commerce 
Commission, 

Joel  E.  Burns, 

Agent. 

IPR  Doc.77-2431  Piled  2-2-77:8:45  am) 

(8.0. 1252;  KX  Order  2;  Arndt.  1  ] 

NEW  YORK,  SUSQUEHANNA  AND 
WESTERN  RAILROAD  CO. 

Rerouting  of  Traffic 

To  aU  Railroads:  Up<m  further  c(«- 
slderation  of  I.C.C.  Order  No.  2,  (New 
York,  Susqu^anna  and  Western  Rail¬ 
road  Company)  and  good  cause  appear¬ 
ing  therefor; 


It  is  ordered.  That:  I.C.C.  Order  No.  2 
be,  and  it  Is  hereby,  am^ided  by  sub¬ 
stituting  the  f<dlowing  paragrai:^  (g) 
for  paragrai^  (g)  there<^: 

(g)  Expiration  date,  niis  (xrler  shall 
expire  at  11 :59  pm.,  July  31, 1977,  unless 
otherwise  modified,  changed  or  sus¬ 
pended. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  this  amend¬ 
ment  shall  become  effective  at  11 :59  pm., 
January  31,  1977,  and  that  this  order 
shall  be  served  upon  the  Association  of 
American  Railroads,  Car  Service  Divi¬ 
sion,  as  agent  of  all  railroads  subscribing 
to  the  car  service  and  car  hire  agree¬ 
ment  imder  the  terms  of  that  agreement, 
and  upon  the  American  Short  Line  Rail¬ 
road  Association;  and  that  it  be  filed 
with  the  Director,  Office  of  the  Federal 
Register. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  Janu¬ 
ary  27, 1977. 

Interstate  Commerce 
Commission, 

Joel  E.  Burns, 

Agent. 

(PR  Dcx:.77-3426  Piled  2-2-77;8:45  am) 


[Notice  No.  112) 

MOTOR  CARRIER  BOARD  TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

The  following  piffilications  include  mo¬ 
tor  carrier,  water  carrier,  broker,  and 
freight  forwarder  transfer  applications 
filed  imder  Section  212(b),  2()6(a),  211, 
312(b),  and  410(g)  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act. 

Each  application  (except  as  otherwise 
specifically  noted)  contains  a  state¬ 
ment  by  applicants  that  there  will  be  no 
significant  effect  on  the  quality  of  tlw 
human  environment  resulting  from  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  anilicatlon. 

Protests  against  sqiproval  of  the  ap¬ 
plication,  which  may  include  a  request 
for  oral  hearing,  must  be  filed  with  the 
Cianmission  within  30  dajrs  after  the 
date  (ff  this  publication.  Failure  season- 
aUy  to  file  a  protest  will  be  construed  as 
a  waiver  of  opposition  and  partlcipsddon 
in  the  proceeding.  A  protest  must  be 
served  upon  applicants'  representa¬ 
tive  (s),  or  applicants  (if  no  such  repre¬ 
sentative  is  named) ,  and  the  protestant 
must  certify  that  such  service  has  been 
made. 

Unless  otherwise  specified,  the  signed 
original  and  six  copies  of  the  protest 
shall  be  filed  with  t^e  CommlsslCMi.  AH 
protests  must  specify  with  particularity 
the  factual  basis,  and  the  sectlcm  of  the 
Act,  or  the  applicaUe  rule  governing  the 
proposed  transfer  which  protestant  be¬ 
lieves  would  preclude  sqiproval  of  the 
application.  If  the  protest  contains  a  re¬ 
quest  for  oral  hearing,  the  request  shall 
be  supported  by  an  explanation  as  to 
why  the  evidence  sought  to  be  pre¬ 
sented  cannot  reasonably  be  submitted 
through  the  use  of  affidavits. 

The  operating  rights  set  forth  below 
are  in  synopses  form,  but  are  deoned 
sufficient  to  place  Interested  persons  on 
notice  of  the  proposed  transfer. 


FD-28345  filed  January  25,  1977, 
Transferee:  LESIiIK  HENRY  HALLI- 
OER,  Doing  Business  As  Lake  City  Ex¬ 
cursion  Company,  416  South  Lakeshore 
Drive,  Lake  City,  Minnesota  55041. 
Transferor:  John  William  Halllger,  Do¬ 
ing  Business  As  Lake  City  Excursicm 
CompMiny,  311  Mill  Street,  Dallas,  Ore¬ 
gon  97338.  Applicants’  Representative: 
Philip  A.  Gartner,  P.O.  Box  149,  Lake 
City,  Minnesota  55041.  Authority  sought 
for  purchase  by  transferee  of  the  operat¬ 
ing  rights  of  transferor,  as  set  forth  m 
Amended  Certificate  And  Order  No.  W- 
1185  and  No.  W-1185  (Sub-No.  1)  issued 
July  28. 1965,  authorizing  operations  as  a 
common  carrier  by  water,  by  self-pro¬ 
pelled  vessels,  in  the  transportation  of 
passengers,  in  round-trip  cruise  service, 
during  the  season  from  May  to  October 
each  year  (1)  beginning  and  ending  at 
Lake  City  and  Red  Wing.  Minn.,  and  ex¬ 
tending  to  ix)ints  on  Lake  Pepin  (Missis¬ 
sippi  River).  Transferee  presently  holds 
no  authority  from  this  Commission.  Ap¬ 
plication  has  not  been  filed  for  tempo¬ 
rary  authority  under  Section  210a(b). 

No.  MC-PC-76827.  filed  January  26. 
1977.  Transferee:  TORTORELLO  MOV¬ 
ING  &  TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  2590 
Harding  Avenue,  Bronx,  N.Y.  10465. 
Transferor:  Newcomer  Moving  Co.,  Inc., 
161-16  45th  Avenue.  Flushing,  N.Y.  11358. 
Applicants’  Representative:  Arthur  J. 
Piken,  Attomey-at-Law,  One  Lefrak 
City  Plaza,  Rushing,  N.Y.  11368.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  for  purchase  by  transferee  of 
the  operating  rights  of  transferor  as  set 
forth  in  Certificate  No.  MC  15904,  issued 
June  15,  1972,  to  Michael  Storage  Co., 
Inc.,  and  acquired  by  transferor  herein 
pursuant  to  No.  MC-FC-76209.  approved 
February  2,  1976,  and  consummated 
March  17,  1976,  as  follows:  Household 
goods,  as  defined  the  Commission,  be¬ 
tween  New  York,  N.Y.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Connecticut, 
New  Jersey,  New  York,  and  Pennsylvania. 
’Transferee  presently  holds  no  authority 
from  this  Commission.  Application  has 
not  been  filed  for  temporary  authority 
imder  Section  210a  (b). 

No.  MC-PO-76861,  filed  December  6, 
1976.  Transferee:  M.  C.  CUMBIE,  INC., 
5011  Ecoff  Avenue,  Chester,  Virginia 
23831.  Transferor:  Direct  Transport. 
Inc.,  2nd  &  Stockton  Streets,  Richmond, 
Vir^ia  23224.  Applicant’s  Representa¬ 
tive:  W.  R.  GambiU,  Attorney  at  Law, 
Ganffiill  &  Martin.  P.O.  Box  8408,  Rich¬ 
mond,  Virginia  23226.  Authority  sought 
for  purchase  by  transferee  of  the  operat¬ 
ing  rights  of  transferor,  as  set  forth  in 
Permit  No.  MC  29748,  Issued  March  29. 
1971,  as  follows:  Rpe  and  sheet  iron 
products  between  Richmond,  Va.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Virginia,  North  (Carolina*  and  South 
Carolina  and  fertilizer,  doors,  windows, 
door  and  window  frames,  boxes,  box 
Shooks,  lumber,  sash  weights,  steel  bars, 
metal  laths,  expansion  joint  materials, 
and  wire  forms  from  Richmond,  Va.  to 
points  in  Virginia  and  North  Cantina. 
Transferee  presently  holds  no  authority 
from  this  Commission.  Application  has 
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not  been  filed  for  temporary  authority 
under  Section  210a(b). 

No.  MC-PC-76862,  filed  December  6, 
1976.  Transferee:  HARRIS  BROS.  CO., 
INC.,  1317-25  S.  49th  Street,  Philadel¬ 
phia,  Pennsylvania  19143.  Transferor: 
William  T.  Harris  and  Theatrls  Harris,  a 
Partnership,  doing  business  as  Harris 
Bros.  Co.,  1317-25  S.  49th  Street,  Phila¬ 
delphia,  Pennsylvania  19143.  Applicant’s 
Representative:  Morris  J.  Levin,  Attor¬ 
ney  at  Law,  1620  Eye  Street  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20006.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  transferee  of  the  operating 
rights  of  transferor,  as  set  forth  in  Per¬ 
mit  No.  MC  133363  (Sub-No.  1)  issued 
October  31,  1969  and  MC  133363  (Sub- 
No.  3)  issued  September  13.  1974,  as  fol¬ 
lows:  Refrigeration  equipment  and  parts 
thereof  between  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
New  Jersey,  New  York,  and  Maryland 
and  stereo  equipment,  radios,  sewing 
machines,  and  cabinets,  parts,  and  mate¬ 
rials  therefor  from  Savannah,  Ga..  New 
York,  N.Y.,  Los  Angeles,  Callf„  Seattle, 
Wash.,  and  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  to  the 
facilities  of  Morse  Electric  Products 
Corp.  at  various  specified  points.  Trans¬ 
feree  presently  holds  no  authority  from 
this  Commission.  Application  has  not 
been  filed  for  temporary  authority  under 
Section  210a(b). 

No.  MC-PC-76863.  filed  December  9. 
1976.  Transferee:  ZELLMER  TRUCK 
LINES,  INC..  P.O.  Box  996,  Granville, 
Illinois  61326.  Transferor:  Haury  ZeD- 
mer,  doing  business  as  Zellmer  Truck 
Lines,  P.O.  Box  996,  Granville,  Ullnc^ 
61326.  Applicant’s  representative:  K. 
Stephen  Heisley,  Attorney  at  Law,  Suite 
805,  666  Eleventh  Street  NW.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20001.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  transferee  of  the  operating 
rights  of  transferor  as  set  forth  In  Cer¬ 
tificates  No.  MC-1 27303,  MC>-127303 
(Sub-No.  3).  MC-127303  (Sub-No.  5), 
MC-127303  (Sub-No.  9).  MC-127303 
(Sub-No.  11),  MC^-127303  (Sub-No.  12), 
and  MC-127303  (Sub- No.  14) ,  issued  De¬ 
cember  30. 1965.  July  23. 1968,  October  17, 
1967,  March  3,  1971,  November  26,  1973, 
and  June  23, 1976  respectively,  as  follows: 
Malt  beverages  and  related  advertising 
materials  from  Mlnneapolls-St.  Paul. 
Minn,  to  specified  points  In  Wisconsin 
and  Illinois  and  various  other  specified 
commodities  from  specfied  points  tn  Illi¬ 
nois  smd  Iowa  to  specified  points  In  In¬ 
diana,  Iowa,  Kansas.  Kentucky.  Mich¬ 
igan,  Colorado.  Minnesota.  Missouri.  Ne¬ 
braska,  North  Dakota.  Ohio,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  South  Dakota,  Tennessee,  Wis¬ 
consin  Wyoming,  and  Michigan. 

Transferee  presently  holds  no  author¬ 
ity  from  this  Commission.  AppUcatkm 
has  been  fil^  for  temporary  authority 
under  Section  210a(b) . 

No.  MC-PC-76867,  filed  December  13, 
1976.  Transferee:  SAV-ON  TRANSPOR¬ 
TATION,  INC.,  143  Frontage  Rd.,  Man¬ 
chester,  New  Hampshire  03101.  Trans¬ 
feror:  Columbine  Carriers,  Inc.,  1720 
East  Garry  Ave.,  Santa  Ana,  Callfbr- 
nla  92705.  Applicants’  representative: 


CJharles  J.  Elimball,  Attorney  at  Law, 
Suite  350,  1600  Sherman  St.,  Denver, 
Colorado  80203.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  transferee  of  the  operating 
rights  of  transferor,  as  set  forth  In  Per¬ 
mit,  No.  MC-135185  (Sub-No.  1) ,  issued 
July  23,.  1976,  as  follows:  Meats,  meat 
products,  and  meat  by-products,  and  ar¬ 
ticles  distributed  by  meat  packinghouses 
as  defined  in  sections  A  and  C  of  Appen¬ 
dix  I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Mo¬ 
tor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209 
and  766  (except  hides),  over  irregular 
routes,  with  restrictions  from  the  plant 
site  and  storage  facilities  of  Great  Plains 
Beef  Packers,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Council 
Bluffs,  Iowa  and  Omaha,  Nebr.,  to  points 
in  Maine,  Vermont,  New  Hampshire, 
Connecticut,  Massachusetts,  Rhode  Is¬ 
land,  New  York,  Pennsylvania,  New  Jer¬ 
sey,  Maryland.  Delaware,  Virginia,  and 
the  District  of  Columbia.  Transferee 
presently  holds  no  authority  from  this 
Commission.  Application  has  not  been 
filed  for  temporary  authority  under  Sec¬ 
tion  210a  (b). 

No.  MC-PC-76874.  filed  December  14, 
1976.  Transferee:  ROBERT  N.  DRAKE, 
doing  business  as  Aerolite  Trucking 
Company,  Box  1314,  Garden  City,  Kan¬ 
sas  67846.  Transferor:  Overland  Trans¬ 
portation.  Inc.,  Box  929,  Lamar.  Colo¬ 
rado  81052.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Thomas  J.  Burke,  Jr.,  1600  Lincoln  Cen¬ 
ter  Bufldlng,  1660  Lincoln  Street,  Denver, 
Colorado  80264.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  transferee  of  the  operating 
rights  of  transferor,  as  set  forth  in  Cer¬ 
tificate  No.  MC-129415  (Sub-No.  2) .  MC- 
129415  (Sub-No.  3)  and  MC-129415 
(Sub-No.  5)  Issued  July  1,  1968,  April  5, 
1968,  and  August  12.  1970  respectively, 
as  follows:  Feed  and  feed  Ingn^edients 
and  animal  and  poultry  feeds  and  hy¬ 
gienic  materials  and  supplies  used  in 
animal  husbandry  from  specified  points 
In  Kansas.  Missouri,  Colorado,  and  Texas 
to  specified  areas  in  Oklahoma,  Kansas, 
Texas.  New  Mexico,  and  Wyoming. 

Transferee  presently  holds  no  author¬ 
ity  from  this  Commission.  Ac^llcatlon 
has  not  been  filed  for  temporary  au¬ 
thority  under  Section  210a(b) . 

No.  MC-FC-76876.  filed  December  15, 

1976.  Transferee:  KAPS  TRANSPORT 
(ALASKA).  INC.,  750  W.  2nd  Avenue, 
Roenn  101,  Anchorage,  Alaska  99501. 
Transferor:  Kap>s  ’Transport,  Inc.,  750 
W.  2nd  Avenue,  Room  101.  Anchorage, 
Alaska  99501.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Julian  C.  Rice,  Attorney  at  Law,  P.O.  Box 
2551,  Fairbanks,  Alaska  99707.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  for  purchase  by  transferee  of 
the  operating  rights  of  transferor,  as  set 
forth  in  Certificate  No.  M0123298.  Is¬ 
sued  February  18.  1963,  as  follows:  Gen¬ 
eral  ccxnmodities  with  the  usual  excep¬ 
tions  between  p>oints  In  Alaska  except 
points  on  the  Alaska  Panhandle  south 
ot  Haines,  Alaska. 

Transferee  presently  holds  no  author¬ 
ity  from  this  Commii^mi.  Aimlicatloa 
has  not  been  filed  for  temporary  au¬ 
thority  under  Secti<m  210a(b) . 

Na  MC-FC-76911.  filed  January  4. 

1977.  Transferee:  EDMOND  MOTOR 


FREIGHT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  922,  Edmond, 
Oklahoma  73034.  Transferor:  James  S. 
LaGrange,  doing  business  as  Edmond 
Motor  Freight.  1608  N.W.  41st  Street. 
Oklahoma  City,  Oklahoma  73118.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Michael  E.  Dxmn, 
Attorney  at  Law,  Andrews,  Mosburg, 
Daris,  Elam,  Legg  &  Bbder,  Inc.,  1600 
Midland  Center,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla¬ 
homa  73102.  Authority  sought  for  pur¬ 
chase  by  transferee  of  the  operating 
rights  of  transferor,  as  set  forth  in  Cer¬ 
tificate  of  Registration  No.  MC-85997 
(Sub-No.  1).  Issued  October  4,  1976,  as 
follows:  General  commodities  between 
Edmond,  Oklahoma  and  Oklahoma  City, 
OklahMna  and  return.  Transferee  pres¬ 
ently  holds  no  authority  from  this  Com¬ 
mission.  Application  has  not  been  filed 
for  temporary  authority  under  Section 
210a(b). 

No.  MC-FC-76912,  filed  January  4, 
1977.  ’Transferee:  DAVISON  ’TRANS¬ 
PORT,  INC.,  Sunset  Avenue,  North  Bend, 
Ohio  45052.  ’Transferor:  Roman  Nobbe 
Co.,  Inc.,  R.R.  No.  3,  Batesville,  Indiana 
47006.  Applicant’s  r^resentative:  Mal¬ 
colm  C.  Mallette,  Attorney  at  Law,  Krieg, 
Devault,  Alexander,  and  Capehart,  One 
Indiana  Square,  Suite  2860,  Indianapolis. 
Indiana  46204.  Authority  sought  for  pur¬ 
chase  by  transferee  of  the  operating 
rights  of  transferor  as  set  forth  tn  Per¬ 
mit  No.  MC-124748  (Sub-No.  1),  Issued 
July  9,  1970,  as  follows:  Coal  from  North 
Bend,  Ohio  to  points  in  a  specified  area  of 
Indiana. 

Transferee  is  presently  authorized  to 
operate  as  a  c(xxunon  carrier  under  Cer¬ 
tificate  No.  MC-139243  (Sub-No.  2) .  Ajt- 
pllcation  has  not  been  filed  for  temporary 
authority  under  Section  210(b) . 

Robert  L.  Oswald, 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.77-3435  Hied  2-2-77:8:46  ami 


[Notice  Na  114] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

'  Februart  3.  1977. 

Application  filed  for  temporary  au¬ 
thority  under  Section  210a(b)  In  cmineo- 
tlon  with  transfer  application  under  Sec¬ 
tion  212a(b)  In  connection  with  transfer 
application  under  Section  212a(b)  and 
Transfer  Rules,  49  CFR  Part  1132: 

No.  MC-FC  76952.  By  application  filed 
January  17.  1977.  RANGER  LEASING 
CORP..  12  Merlin  Place,  Pine  Bnx^ 
NJ  07045,  seeks  temporary  authority  to 
transfer  the  operating  rights  of  Stacey- 
Adams  Warehouses,  Inc.,  132  Lockwocxl 
Street,  Newark,  NJ.  07105,  under  section 
210a(b) .  The  transfer  to  Ranger  Leasing 
Corp.,  of  the  operating  rights  of  Stacey- 
Adams  Warehouses,  Inc.,  Is  presently 
pending. 

By  the  Commission. 

Robot  L.  Oswald. 

Secretary, 

[PR  Doe.77-8436  Filed  2-S-77;8:4S  wa] 
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(Notice  No.  IIS] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

February  3,  1977. 

Application  filed  for  temporary  au¬ 
thority  imder  Section  210a(b)  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  transfer  application  under  Sec¬ 
tion  212a(b)  in  connection  with  transfer 
application  imder  Section  212a(b)  and 
Transfer  Rules,  49  CPR  Part  1132: 

No.  MC-PC  76949.  By  application  filed 
January  26,  1977,  WINDSOR  AUTOMO¬ 
TIVE  AND  TIRE,  INC.,  595  Windsor 
Avenue,  Windsor,  CT  06095,  seeks  tem¬ 
porary  authority  to  transfer  the  operat¬ 
ing  rights  of  G.  I.  Whitehead  and  Son, 
Inc.,  207  New  Britain  Avenue,  Hartford, 
CT  06106,  under  section  210a(b).  The 
transfer  to  Windsor  Automotive  and 
Tire,  Inc.,  of  the  operating  rights  of  Q. 
I.  V^tehead  and  Son.  Inc.,  is  presently 
pending. 

By  the  Commission. 

Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.77-3434  PUed  2-2-77;8  45  ami 


MURPHY  MOTOR  FREIGHT  LINES,  INC. 

Self-insurance  Authority 
Order 

At  a  Session  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  the  Insurance  Board, 
held  at  its  ofQce  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on 
the  26th  d^  of  January  1977. 

MC  108937 

In  the  matter  of  Mmrphy  Motor  Freight 
Lines.  Inc.  to  self-insure  (with  respect  to 
automobile  bodily  injury  and  property  dam¬ 
age  liability  and  cargo  liability)  under  the 
proytsions  of  Sectlcm  215,  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act,  and  the  rules  and  regulations 
prescribed  thereunder  governing  the  filing 
and  approval  of  surety  bonds,  policies  of  in¬ 
surance,  qualifications  as  a  self-insurer,  or 
other '  securities  and  agreements  by  motor 
carriers  and  brokers. 

It  appearing.  That  on  October  22, 1954, 
the  Commission,  Division  5,  approved  the 
application  of  authority  to  self-insure 
for  Murphy  Motor  Freight  Lines,  Inc., 
subject,  among  other  things,  to  the  main¬ 
tenance  of  excess  Insurance  in  excess  of 
$15,000  per  occurrence; 

It  further  appearing.  That  Murphy 
Motor  Freight  Lines.  Inc.,  has  requested 
that  it  be  permitted  to  increase  its  self- 
insured  retention  from  $15,000  per  oc¬ 
currence  to  $50,000  per  occurrence; 

And  it  further  appearing.  That  this  re¬ 
quest  has  been  considered  and  has  been 
found  to  be  reasonable; 

It  is  ordered.  That  Murphy  Motor 
Freight  Lines,  Inc.  is  hereby  authorized 
to  increase  its  self-insured  retentkm  frwn 
$15,000  to  $50,000  per  occurrence  effec¬ 
tive  January  31,  1977,  provided  reason¬ 
able  and  adequate  excess  insurance  is 
maintained. 

By  the  Commission,  Insurance  Board. 
Members  Bums,  Teeple  and  Schloer. 

Robert  L.  Oswald, 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.  77-3421  Piled  2-2-77:8:45  am] 


[Volume  No.  2] 

PETITIONS  FOR  MODIFICATION.  INTER¬ 
PRETATION  OR  REINSTATEMENT  OF 

OPERATING  RIGHTS  AUTHORITY 

•  January  28, 1977. 

The  following  petitions  seek  modlfica- 
ti<m  or  interpretation  of  existing  operat¬ 
ing  rights  authority,  or  reinstatement  of 
terminated  operating  rights  authority. 

An  original  and  one  copy  of  protests 
to  the  granting  of  the  requested  author¬ 
ity  must  be  filed  with  the  Commission 
on  or  before  March  7, 1977.  Such  protest 
shall  comply  with  Special  Rule  247  (d> 
of  the  Commission’s  General  Rules  of 
Practices  (49  CFR  1100.247)  *  and  shall 
include  a  concise  statement  of  protes- 
tanfs  interest  in  the  proceeding  and 
copies  of  its  conflicting  authorities. 
Verified  statements  in  opposition  should 
not  be  tendered  at  this  time.  A  copy  of 
the  protest  shall  be  served  cwicurrenUy 
upKin  petitioner’s  represmtative,  or  peti¬ 
tioner  if  no  representative  is  named. 

No.  MC  112822  (Sub-No.  117)  (Notice 
of  Fling  of  Petition  to  Change  Destina¬ 
tion  Point) ,  filed  January  14,  1977.  Peti¬ 
tioner:  BRAY  LINES  INCXJRPORAT'ED, 
P.O.  Box  1191,  1401  North  Little  Street. 
Cushing,  Okla.  74023.  Petitioner’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Nancy  B.  Calvin,  Suite  1600 
Lincoln  Center,  1660  Lincoln  Street,  Den¬ 
ver,  Colo.  80264.  Petitioner  holds  a  motor 
common  carrier  Certificate  in  No.  MC 
112822  (Sub-No.  117),  issued  October  10, 

1975,  authorizing  transportation  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  of  malt  beverages,  from 
Fort  Worth,  Tex.,  to  Las  Cruces,  Roswell, 
Albuquerque,  and  Santa  Fe,  N.  Mex.,  and 
Grand  Junction,  Greeley,  Denver,  Glen- 
wood  Springs,  Sterling,  Durango,  Pueblo, 
Colorado  Springs,  Hayden,  and  Salida, 
Colo.  By  the  Instant  petition,  petitioner 
seeks  to  delete  Hayden,  Colo,  from  the 
above  territorial  description  and  to  sub¬ 
stitute  in  lieu  thereof.  Steam  Springs, 
Colo. 

No.  MC  134734  and  (Sub-Nos.  1,  4,  5, 
6, 11,  and  15)  (Notice  of  Filing  of  Petition 
to  Change  Ccmtracting  Shippers),  filed 
December  8,  1976.  Petitioner:  NATION¬ 
AL  TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
37465,  14031  L  Street,  Omaha,  Nebr. 
68137.  Petitioner’s  representative:  Jo¬ 
seph  Winter,  33  N.  LaSaUe  St.,  Chicago, 
ni.  60602.  F^titioner  holds  motor  con¬ 
tract  carrier  Permits  in  No.  MC  134734 
and  (Sub-Nos.  1,  4,  5,  6,  11,  and  15), 
issued  August  2,  1971,  July  10,  1972,  June 
22,  1973,  June  14,  1973,  September  20, 
1973,  February  22,  1974,  and  March  31, 

1976,  respectively,  authorizing  transpor¬ 
tation  (1)  in  No.  MC  134734  over  irreg¬ 
ular  routes,  of  meats,  meat  products,  and 
meat  by-products,  and  articles  distrib¬ 
uted  by  meat  packinghouses,  as  described 
in  secticms  A  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the 
report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766,  be¬ 
tween  Norfolk,  Nebr.,  on  the  one  hand. 


1  Copies  of  l^>ecial  R\ile  247  (as  amended) 
can  be  obtained  by  writing  to  the  Secretary, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D  C.  20433. 


and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Iowa,  Kan¬ 
sas,  Michigan,  Wisconsin,  Illinois,  CMbio. 
Kentucky,  Colorado,  Indiana,  Missouri. 
South  Dakota  and  Minnesota  imder  a 
continuing  contract,  or  contracts,  with 
National  Poods,  Inc.,  of  Norfolk,  Nebr.: 
(2)  in  No.  MC  134734  (Sub-No.  1)  over 
irregular  routes,  of  meats,  meat  prod¬ 
ucts.  and  meat  by-products,  and  articles 
distributed  by  meat  packinghouses,  as 
described  in  sections  A  and  C  of  Appen¬ 
dix  I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in 
Motor  Carriers  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 
209  and  766  (except  hides),  from  point-s 
in  Dawson  County.  Nebr..  to  points  in 
Iowa,  Kansas.  Michigan,  Nebraska,  Wis¬ 
consin,  Illinois,  Ohio,  Kentucky,  Colo¬ 
rado.  Indiana.  Missouri,  South  Dakota, 
and  Minnesota,  under  a  continuing  con¬ 
tract.  or  contracts,  with  National  Foods. 
Inc.,  of  Norfolk,  Nebr.,  and  its  subsidi¬ 
aries,  Midwestern  Beef,  Inc.,  Prairie 
Maid  Meat  Products,  and  Valley  Pack¬ 
ing  Co.;  (3)  in  No.  MC  434734  (Sub-No 
4)  over  irregular  routes,  of  meats,  meat 
products,  and  meat  by-products,  and 
articles  distributed  by  meat  packing¬ 
houses,  as  described  in  sections  A  and  C 
of  Appendix  I  to  the  report  in  Descrip¬ 
tions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61 
M.C.C.  209  and  766,  from  Norfolk  and 
Darr,  Nebr.,  to  points  in  Oklahoma,  Tex¬ 
as.  Arkansas,  Louisiana,  Tennessee,  Mis¬ 
sissippi,  Alabama,  Georgia,  Florida. 
South  Carolina,  North  Carolina,  Virginia 
and  West  Virginia,  under  a  continuing 
contract,  or  contracts,  with-  National 
Foods,  Inc.,  of  Norfolk,  Nebr. 

(4)  No.  MC  134734  (Sub-No.5)  over 
irregular  routes,  of  meats,  meat  products, 
meat  by-products,  and  articles  distribut- . 
ed  by  meat  packinghouses,  as  described 
in  sections  A  and  C  of  Ai^ndix  I  to  the 
report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (ex¬ 
cept  hides  and  commodities  in  bulk>. 
from  Norfolk,  Nebr.,  to  points  in  Con¬ 
necticut,  Delaware.  Maine,  Maryland. 
Massachusetts,  New  Hampshire,  New 
Jersey.  New  York,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode 
Island.  Vermont,  and  the  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia.  under  a  continuing  contract,  or 
contracts,  with  National  Foods,  Inc.,  of 
Norfolk.  Nebr.;  (5)  in  No.  MC  134734 
(Sub-No.  6)  over  irregular  routes,  of 
meats,  meat  products  and  meat  by-prod¬ 
ucts,  and  such  commodities  as  are  usu¬ 
ally  dealt  in  and  used  by  a  meat  processor 
(except  hides,  skins  and  pieces  thereof, 
and  commodities  in  bulk) ,  between  Lin¬ 
coln,  Nebr.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other  points  in  Colorado,  Illinois,  Indi¬ 
ana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Kentucky,  Minnesota. 
Missouri,  Montana,  Nebraska,  Wisconsin, 
South  Dakota.  North  Dakota,  and  Wy¬ 
oming,  restricted  against  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  frozen  foods  from  Lincoln,  Nebr., 
to  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  and  points  in  Kan¬ 
sas  and  Kentucky,  under  a  continuing 
contract,  or  contracts,  with  National 
Foods  Inc.,  Prairie  Maid  Meat  Division, 
of  Norfolk.  Nebr.;  (6)  in  No.  MC  134734 
(Sub-No.  11)  over  irregular  routes,  (rf 
meat  and  meat  products,  meat  by-prod¬ 
ucts,  and  articles  distributed  by  meat 
packinghouses  as  described  in  Sections  A 
and  C  Appendix  I  to  the  report  in  De- 
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Bcriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates, 
61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (except  hides  and 
commodities  in  bulk),  from  Darr,  Nebr„ 
to  points  in  Connecticut,  Delaware, 
Maine,  Maryland.  Massachusetts,  New 
Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  Rhode  Island,  Vermont,  and  the 
District  of  Colmnbia.  under  a  continuing 
contract,  or  contracts,  with  National 
Foods,  Inc.,  of  Norfolk,  Nebr.;  and 

(7)  in  No.  MC  134734  (Sub-No,  15) 
over  irregiilar  routes,  of  ment,  meat  prod¬ 
ucts,  and  meat  by-products,  and  arti¬ 
cles  distributed  by  meat  packinghouses, 
as  described  in  Section  A  and  B  of  Ap¬ 
pendix  I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in 
Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209 
and  766,  from  Darr  and  Norfolk,  Nebr., 
to  points  in  Arizona.  California,  Idaho, 
Nevada,  New  Mexico.  Montana,  Oregon, 
Utah,  Washington,  and  Wyoming,  under 
a  continuing  contract,  or  contracts,  with 
National  Poods,  Inc.,  of  Norfolk,  Nebr. 

By  the  instant  petition,  petitiMier 
seeks  (a)  to  modify  the  lead  Permit  and 
(Sub-Nos.  4,  5  and  15)  so  that  “Norris 
Pauss,  d./b./a.  National  Poods,  of  Nor¬ 
folk,  Nebr.  and  Dugdale  Packing  Com¬ 
pany,  of  St.  Joseph,  Mo.”  be  reflected  as 
the  contract  shippers  in  lieu  of  National 
Foods,  Inc.;  (b)  to  modify  (Sub-Nos.  1 
and  11)  so  that  “Dugdale  Packing  C(Mn- 
pany,  of  St.  Joseph,  Mo.”  be  reflected  as 
the  contract  shipper  in  lieu  of  National 
Foods,  Inc.;  and  (c)  to  modify  (Sub- 
No.  6)  Permit  so  that  “Prairie  Maid  Meat 
Products,  Inc.,  of  Lincoln,  Nebr."  be  re¬ 
flected  as  the  contract  shipper  in  lieu 
of  National  Foods,  Inc. 

No.  MC  138522  and  138522  (Sub-No.  1) 
•(Notice  of  Piling  of  Petition  to  Modify 
Permits),  filed  December  13,  1976.  Peti-. 
tioner:  R.  G.  STANKO  EXPRESS,  INC., 
West  Highway  20,  P.O.  Box  509,  Gordon, 
Nebr.  69343.  Petitioner’s  representative: 
Bradford  E.  Kistler,  P.O.  Box  82028,  Lin¬ 
coln,  Nebr.  68501.  Petitioner  holds  motor 
contract  carrier  Permits  in  No.  MC 
138522  and  138522  (Sub-No.  1),  issued 
November  15, 1974  and  December  3, 1976, 
respectively,  authorizing  transportation: 
(1)  in  MC  138522  over  irregular  routw, 
transporting:  Meats,  meat  products,  and 
meat  by-products,  and  articles  distrib¬ 
uted  by  meat  packinghouses,  as  described 
in  Sections  A  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to 
the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Car¬ 
rier  Certificates.  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766 
(except  hides  and  commodities  in  bulk), 
in  tank  vehicles),  from  Gordon,  N^r., 
to  points  in  Colorado,  Iowa,  Illinois,  Kan¬ 
sas,  and  Missouri,  under  a  continuing 
contract  or  contracts  with  Nebraska  Beef 
Packers  Co.,  of  Gordon,  Nd)r.;  and  (2) 
in  MC  138522  (Sub-No.  1)  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Meats,  meat  prod¬ 
ucts,  meat  by-products,  and  articles  dis¬ 
tributed  by  meat  packinghouses,  as  de¬ 
scribed  in  Section  A  and  C  of  Appendix 
I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor 
Carrier  Certificates.  61  M.C.C.  209  and 
766  (except  hides  and  commodities  in 
bulk) ,  (A)  from  the  facilities  of  Nebraska 
Beef  Packers  Co.,  located  at  or  near 
Gordon,  Udbr„  to  points  in  the  United 
States  (exc^  Colorado,  Kansas,  Iowa, 


Missouri,  Illinois,  Nebraska,  Alaska,  and 
Hawaii),  under  a  continuing  contract 
pr  contracts  with  Nebraska  Beef  Packers 
Co.,  of  Gordon,  Nebr.;  and  (B)  frcun  the 
facilities  of  Stanko  Packing  Company, 
located  at  or  near  Gering,  Nebr.,  to  points 
in  the  United  States  (except  Alaska, 
Hawaii,  and  Nebraska),  under  a  con¬ 
tinuing  contract  or  contracts  with  Stanko 
Packing  Company,  doing  business  as,  Ne¬ 
braska  Beef  Packers,  of  Gering,  Nebr. 

By  the  instant  petition,  petitioner  seeks 
(1)  in  MC  138522(a)  to  remove  restric¬ 
tion  from  the  commodity  description  so 
as  to  provide  service  for  the  trasporta- 
tlon  of  hides  and  commodities  in  bulk; 
(b)  to  provide  service  on  a  return  move¬ 
ment  from  points  in  Colorado,  Iowa,  Illi¬ 
nois,  Kansas,  and  Missouri,  to  Gordon, 
Nebr.;  and  (c)  to  add  Stanko  Packing 
Company,  doing  business  as,  Nebraska 
Beef  Packers,  of  Gering,  Nebr.,  and  Glas¬ 
gow  Packing  Company,  doing  business 
as,  Nebraska  Beef  Packers,  of  Glasgow, 
Mont.,  as  additional  contracting  ship¬ 
pers;  and  (2)  in  MC  138522  (Sub-No.  1) 
(a)  to  remove  restriction  from  the  com¬ 
modity  description  so  as  to  provide  serv¬ 
ice  for  the  transportation  of  hides  and 
commodities  in  bulk;  (b)  to  delete  Ne¬ 
braska  from  the  exceptions  in  (2)  (A) 
and  (B)  above;  (c)  to  provide  service  on 
a  return  movement  In  (2)  (A)  and  (B) 
above;  and  (d)  to  add  Glasgow  Packing 
Company,  doing  business  as,  Nebraska 
Beef  Packers,  of  Glasgow,  Mont.,  as  an 
additional  contracting  shipper. 

No.  MC  139206  (Notice  of  Filing  of  Pe¬ 
tition  to  add  an  Additional  Base  Point) , 
filed  December  6  1976.  Petitioner:  F.M.S. 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  900  North 
Alvarado,  Los  Angeles,  Calif.  90026.  Peti¬ 
tioner’s  representative:  E.  Stephen  Heis- 
ley,  805  McLachlen  Bank  Bldg.,  666  Elev¬ 
enth  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20001.  Petitioner  holds  a  motor  contract 
carrier  Permit  in  No.  MC  139206,  issued 
January  10,  1977,  authorizing  transpor¬ 
tation  over  irregular  routes,  of  textiles 
and  textile  products,  chemicals,  and  ma¬ 
terials,  equipment  and  supplies  used  in 
the  sale,  manufacture,  processing,  pro¬ 
duction,  and  distribution  of  the  above- 
named  cwnmodities  (except  commodities 
in  bulk) ,  between  Laredo,  Brenham,  and 
Houston,  Tex.,  Wellsvllle.  Mo.,  and  John¬ 
son  City,  Tenn.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  Alaska  and  Hawaii),  imder  a 
continuing  contract,  or  contracts,  with 
(ISiromalloy  American  Corporation  and 
Leon  Ferenbach,  Inc.  By  the  instant  pe¬ 
tition,  petitioner  seeks  to  add  Arling¬ 
ton,  Tex.  as  an  additional  base  point  to 
the  above  authority. 

No.  MC  140760  (Notice  of  Filing  of  Pe¬ 
tition  to  add  an  Additional  Contracting 
Shipper),  filed  January  10,  1977.  Peti¬ 
tioner:  HARTLE  TRUCKING  CO,,  a 
Corporation,  Maine  St.,  Shippenville.  Pa. 
16254.  Petitioner’s  representative:  John 
A.  Pillar,  205  Ross  Street,  Pittsburgh, 
Pa.  15219.  Petitioner  holds  a  contract 
carrier  permit  in  Na  MC  140760,  Issued 
October  18,  1976,  authorizing  transpor¬ 
tation,  over  irregular  routes,  of  Coed,  tn 


dump  vehicles,  from  points  in  CHaricai 
County,  Pa.,  to  points  in  Ashtabula, 
Lake,  'Trumbull,  Mahoning,  and  Chiya- 
hoga  Coimties,  Ohio,  under  a  continuing 
contract,  or  contracts,  with  Black  Gold 
Coal  Corporation,  located  at  Ashtabula, 
Ohio.  By  the  instant  petition,  petitioner 
seeks  to  add  H  &  G  Coal  &  Clay  Company, 
as  an  additional  contracting  shipper. 

Republications  op  Grants  or  Operating 

Rights  Authority  Prior  to  Certifica¬ 
tion 

The  following  grants  of  operating 
rights  authorities  are  republished  by  or¬ 
der  of  the  Commission  to  indicate  a 
broadened  grant  of  authority  ovct  that 
previously  noticed  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

An  original  and  one  copy  of  protests 
to  the  granting  of  the  authority  must 
be  filed  with  the  Commission  within  30 
days  after  the  date  of  this  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  notice.  Such  protest  shall  comply 
with  Special  Rule  247(d)  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  General  Rules  of  Practice  (49 
CFR  1100.247)  addressing  specifically  the 
Issue(s)  indicated  as  the  purpose  for  re- 
publication,  and  Including  a  concise 
statement  of  protestant’s  interest  in  the 
proceeding  and  copies  of  its  conflicting 
authorities.  Verifi^  statements  in  op¬ 
position  shall  not  be  tendered  at  this 
time.  A  copy  of  the  protest  shall  be  served 
concurrently  upon  the  carrier’s  repre¬ 
sentative,  or  carrier  if  no  representative 
is  named. 

No.  MC  12483  (Sub-No.  1),  (Republi¬ 
cation),  filed  June  11,  1976,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  issue  of  July  8, 
1976,  and  republished  this  issue.  Peti¬ 
tioner;  FORLOW  TRAVEL  BUREAU, 
INC.,  716  South  Main  St.,  South  Bend, 
Ind.  46618.  Petitioner’s  representative: 
S.  Harrison  Kahn,  Investment  Building, 
Suite  733,  Washington,  D.C.  20005.  An 
Order  of  the  Commission,  Review  Board 
Number  2,  dated  December'  17,  1976,  and 
served  January  7, 1977,  finds  that  opera¬ 
tion  by  petitioner  as  a  broker  in  inter¬ 
state  or  foreign  commerce,  at  Frankfort 
and  South  Bend,  Ind.  and  Oakbrook  Ter¬ 
race,  HI.,  to  accommodate  arranging  for 
the  transportation  of  passengers  and 
their  baggage,  in  the  same  vehicle  with 
passengers,  in  all-expense  round-trip 
special  and  charter  sight-seeing  and 
pleasure  tours,  beginning  and  ending  at 
points  in  Indiana,  Cook  County.  HI.,  and 
Berrien,  Cass,  Kalamazoo,  and  St. 
Joseph  Counties,  Mich.,  and  extending 
to  points  in  the  United  States  (except 
Alaska  and  Hawaii),  will  be  consistent 
with  the  public  interest  and  the  national 
transportation  policy;  that  petitioner  is 
fit.  willing,  and  able  properly  to  perform 
such  service  and  to  conform  to  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act  and  the  Commission’s  rules  and  reg¬ 
ulations  thereunder.  ’The  purpose  of  this 
republlcatlon  is  to  indicate  the  substi¬ 
tution  of  Oakbrook  Terrace,  HI.,  in  lieu 
of  Oak  Brook,  HL  as  an  additional  point 
at  which  petitioners  is  authorized  to  en¬ 
gage  in  operations  as  a  broker,  in  the 
modification  authorized  of  petitioner’s 
brewer  license. 
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No.  MC  51146  (Sub-No.  450>  (Repub¬ 
lication),  filed  October  22,  1975,  pub¬ 
lished  In  the  Federal  Register  Issue  of 
November  20,  1975,  and  republished  this 
issue.  Applicant;  ^HNEIDER  TRANS¬ 
PORT,  INC.,  2661  South  Broadway, 
Green  Bay,  Wis.  54304.  Awjlicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative;  Neil  A.  OuJardin,  P.O.  Box 
2298,  Green  Bay,  Wis.  54306.  An  Order 
of  the  Commission,  Review  Board  Num¬ 
ber  2,  dated  December  28,  1976,  and 
served  Jmiuary  25,  1977,  finds  that  the 
present  and  future  public  cmivenience 
and  necessity  require  operation  by  iqipU- 
cant,  in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce, 
as  a  common  carrier  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  of  (1)  aluminum 
cans,  from  the  facilities  of  Remolds 
Metals  Company  at  or  near  Middletown. 
Newburgh,  and  Warwick,  N.Y.,  and 
Woodbridge,  N  J..  to  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  Alaska.  Hawaii  Ccmnecti- 
cut,  Delaware,  Maine,  Maryland.  Massa¬ 
chusetts.  New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey, 
New  York.  Pennsylvania.  Rhode  Island. 
Vermont,  and  the  District  of  Columbia; 
and  (2)  returned  shipments  of  the  emn- 
modlties  in  (1)  above,  from  the  destina¬ 
tions  in  (1)  id>ove  to  the  origins  in  (1) 
above;  that  applicant  is  fit,  willing,  and 
able  properly  to  perform  such  seivloe 
and  to  conform  to  the  requirements  of 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations 
thereunder.  The  purpose  of  this  repub- 
licatkm  is  to  indicate  the  addition  of 
Woodbridge,  NJ.  as  an  additional  des¬ 
tination  point  in  (2)  above  in  iqiplicant’s 
grant  of  authority. 

No.  MC  141486  (Sub-No.  1)  (BepubB- 
catlon),  filed  February  12.  1978,  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  ftoSRii.  Register  issue  of 
May  13. 1976,  and  republished  this  issue. 
Al^llcant:  SLOPE  k  TRACK  PLBAS- 
UREWAYR  INC..  7446  Metcalf,  Over¬ 
land  Park.  Elans.  66204.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Stephen  M.  Fletcher,  Fair¬ 
way  Office  Center.  Suite  lOlB,  4220  John- 
S(m  Drive.  Shawnee  Mission.  Kons.  66205. 
An  Order  of  the  Commission,  Review 
Board  Number  1,  dated  September  16. 
1976.  and  served  October  1.  1976,  finds 
that  the  present  and  future  public  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity  require' (^leraticxi 
by  v>plicant.  in  Interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  as  a  common  carrier  by  motor 
vdilcle.  over  irregtdar  routes,  in  the 
transportation  ot  passengers  and  their 
baggage  in  round-trip  charter  opera¬ 
tions,  beginning  and  ending  at  those 
points  in  Kansas  and  Missouri  within 
an  area  bounded  by  U.S.  Highway  54.  on 
the  south.  n.S.  Highway  75,  (m  the  west, 
UB.  EOghway  36  cm  the  north,  and  UB. 
Highway  65,  on  the  east,  and  extending 
to  points  in  Colorado,  Kansas,  Missouri, 
and  Nebraska;  that  applicant  is  fit, 
willing,  and  able  properly  to  perform 
such  service  and  to  conform  to  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act  and  the  Commission’s  rules  and  reg¬ 
ulations  thereunder.  ’Ihe  purpose  at  this 
republication  is  to  indicate  that  an  Or¬ 
der  of  the  Commission,  Division  1,  Act¬ 
ing  as  an  Appellate  Division,  dated  Janu¬ 
ary  4, 1977.  and  served  January  12, 1977. 
orders  that  the  above  proceeding  be  re¬ 


opened  for  further  pr(x:essing  under 
modified  procedure,  and  that  any  prop¬ 
er  par^  in  Interest  may  file  a  protest  to 
the  grant  of  authority  within  30  days 
of  the  date  of  this  pubUcatkm. 

Motor  Carrier.  Broker,  Water  Carrier 

AKD  Freight  Forwarder  Operatinc 

Rights  Applications 

NOTICE 

The  following  sqjpUcations  are  gov¬ 
erned  by  Special  Rule  247  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  General  Rules  of  Practice  (49  CFR 
i  1100.247).  ’These  rules  provide,  among 
other  things,  that  a  protest  to  the  grant¬ 
ing  of  an  application  must  be  filed  with 
the  Commi^on  within  30  days  after  the 
dt^  of  notice  of  filing  of  the  application 
is  published  in  the  Federal  Register. 
Failure  to  seasonably  to  file  a  protest 
will  be  construed  as  a  waiver  of  opposi¬ 
tion  an(l  participation  in  the  proceeding. 
A  prot^  under  these  rules  should  com¬ 
ply  wim  Section  247(d)(3)  of  the  rules 
of  practice  which  requires  that  it  set 
forth  specifically  the  grounds  upcm  which 
it  is  made,  contain  a  detailed  statement 
of  Protestant’s  interest  in  the  proceeding 
(Incladlng  a  copy  of  the  specific  portions 
of  its  authority  which  protestant  believes 
to  be  In  confiict  with  that  sought  in  the 
ainiUcatian,  and  describing  in  detail  the 
method — whether  by  Joinder,  interline, 
or  other  means — by  which  protestant 
would  use  such  authority  to  provide  all 
or  part  of  the  service  proposed),  and 
shall  upecUj  with  particularity  the  facts, 
mattera,  and  things  relied  upon,  but  shall 
not  Include  Issues  or  allegations  phrased 
generally.  Protests  not  in  reasonable 
ooaudlanoe  with  the  requirements  of  the 
rules  may  be  rejected.  The  original  and 
one  copy  of  the  protest  shall  be  filed 
with  the  C(Hnmisslon.  and  a  copy  shall 
be  served  eancunmitly  upon  applicant’s 
representative,  or  i4>pllcant  If  not  repre¬ 
sentative  is  namecL  If  the  protest  in¬ 
cludes  a  request  for  oral  hearing,  such 
requests  shall  meet  the  requirements  of 
section  347(d)(4)  of  the  special  rules, 
and  shall  include  the  certification  re- 
(julred  therein. 

Section  247 (D  further  provides,  in 
part,  that  an  apUcant  who  does  not  in¬ 
tend  timely  to  prosecute  its  iqjpUcatlon 
Shan  promptly  request  dismissal  thereof, 
and  that  failure  to  prosecute  an  applica¬ 
tion  under  procedures  (xdered  by  the 
(Commission  will  result  in  dismissal  of 
the  application. 

Further  processing  steps  will  be  by 
Commission  order  which  will  be  served  on 
each  party  of  record.  Broadening  amend¬ 
ments  will  not  be  accepted  after  the  date 
of  this  publication  except  good  cause 
shown,  and  restrictive  amendments  will 
not  be  entertained  following  pubUcatkm 
in  the  Federal  Rkister  of  a  notice  that 
the  pnx:eeding  has  been  assigned  for  oral 
hearing. 

Each  iqiplicant  states  that  there  will  be 
no  significant  effect  on  the  (piallty  of  the 
human  environment  resulting  from  ap¬ 
proval  of  its  aimlication. 

No.  MC  730  (Sub-N6.  397)  (Amend¬ 
ment).  filed  October  28.  1976.  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  issue  of  Novem¬ 


ber  24,  1976,  and  republished  tills  issue. 
Applicant;  PACIFIC  INTERMOUNTAIN 
EXPRESS  CO.,  a  Corporation,  1417  Clay 
Street,  P.O.  Box  958,  Oakland,  Calif. 
94612.  Applicant’s  representative;  R.  N. 
c;(x>ledge  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  v^cle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting;  (1)  Liquid  chemi¬ 
cals,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Pima 
and  Maricopa  Counties,  Ariz.,  to  points 
in  California,  Nevada  and  Utah;  and  (2) 
crude  fish  oil,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  Terminal  Island,  Calif.,  to  Colorado 
Springs,  C)olo. 

Non. — ^The  purpose  of  this  republicatlon 
Is  to  correct  applicant's  destination  In  (2) 
above.  Common  control  may  be  Involved.  If 
a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  applicant 
requests  It  he  held  at  either  Los  Angeles, 
or  Son  FVancisco,  Calif. 

No.  MC  1756  (Sub-No.  31),  filed  De- 
canber  13,  1976.  Applicant:  PEOPLES 
EXPRESS  CO.,  a  CcHTXiration,  497  Ray¬ 
mond  Boulevard,  Newark,  N.J.  07105.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Morton  K  Kid, 
Suite  6193,  5  World  Tirade  Center,  New 
York.  N.Y.  10048.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Containers,  container  ends,  aasd  acces¬ 
sories,  and  materials  supplies  and  equip¬ 
ment  used  in  the  manufacture,  sale  and 
distribution  of  containers  and  ccm- 
tainer  ends  (except  in  bulk),  between 
points  In  Middlesex  County,  N  j..  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Coimecticut,  Delaware,  Maryland,  Mas¬ 
sachusetts,  New  Hampshire.  New  York. 
Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island.  Vermont, 
and  the  District  of  Ccdumbia. 

Non. — a  hearing  la  deemed  neceasary,  the 
a{H>Ucant  requests  it  be  hrid  at  New  York, 
N.Y. 

No.  MC  2202  (Sub-No.  525),  filed  De¬ 
cember  10,  1976.  Applicant:  ROADWAY 
EXPRESS.  INC..  1077  Gorge  Blvd.,  P.O. 
Box  471,  Akron,  Cttilo  44309.  Api^cant’s 
representative:  William  O.  Turney,  Suite 
1010,  7101  'Wisconsin  Avenue.  Washlng- 
tcm.  D.C.  30014.  AuttKwity  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  regular  routes,  transpcnt- 
Ing:  General  commodities  (except  those 
of  unusual  value.  Classes  A  and  B  exi^ 
sives,  housdiold  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
those  requiring  special  e<iulpment). 
Serving  St.  Gabriel,  Oeismar  and  TUt, 
La.,  as  off-route  points  in  connection 
with  iqiplicant  presently  authcKlzed- 
regular  route  (^rations. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requeats  It  be  held  at  either  New  Orleans 
or  Baton  Bouge,  La.  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  2900  (Sub-No.  297) ,  filed  De¬ 
cember  23,  1976.  Applicant:  RYIOTt 
TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  2050  Kings  Road, 
Jacksonville,  Fla.  32203.  Applicant’s 
represoitative:  S.  E.  Somers.  Jr.  (same 
address  as  impUcant) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
v^de,  over  regular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  General  commodities  (except 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the  C<Mn- 
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mission,  commodities  in  bulk,  commodi¬ 
ties  of  unusual  value  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment),  (1)  Between  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  78  and  Interstate 
Highway  85  and  junction  Florida  High¬ 
way  71  and  U.S.  Highway  90,  as  an  alter¬ 
nate  route  for  operating  convenience 
only:  From  the  junction  of  U.S.  Highway 
78  and  Interstate  Highway  85  over  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  85  to  the  junction  of 
Interstate  Highway  75,  thence  over  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  75  to  junction  Georgia 
Highway  85,  thence  over  Georgia  High¬ 
way  85  to  Alternate  U.S.  Highway  27, 
thence  over  Alternate  U.S.  Highway  27 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  431,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  431  to  jimction  U.S. 
Highway  231,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway 
231  to  U.S.  Highway  90,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  90  to  Florida  Highway  71,  and 
return  over  the  same  route,  serving  the 
termini  for  the  purpose  of  joinder  only; 
(2)  Between  the  junction  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  78  and  U.S.  Highway  31  and  the 
junction  of  U.S.  Highway  90  and  Florida 
Highway  71  as  an  alternate  route  for 
oiierating  convenience  only:  From  jimc- 
tion  U.S.  Highway  78  and  U.S.  Highway 
31  over  U.S.  Highway  31  to  junction  UJ5. 
Highway  231,  thence  over  U.S,  Highway 
231  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  90,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  90  to  jimction  Florida 
Highway  71,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  serving  the  termini  for  the  purpose 
of  joinder  only;  and  (3)  Between  the 
junction  of  UB.  Highway  78  and  UJS. 
mghway  31  and  the  junction  of  UB. 
Highway  29  and  U.S.  Highway  90  as  an 
alternate  route  for  operating  con¬ 
venience  only:  From  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  78  and  U.S.  Highway  31,  over  U.S. 
Highway  31  to  jimction  U.S.  Highway  29, 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  29  to  junction 
UB.  Highway  90,  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  serving  the  termini  for  the 
purpose  of  joinder  only. 

Nora. — Common  oontrcd  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  that  It  be  held  at  either  Jack¬ 
sonville,  Fla.  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  2900  (Sub-No.  298),  filed  De¬ 
cember  23,  1976.  Applicant:  RYDER 
TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  2050  Kings  Road. 
P.O.  Box  2408,  Jacksonville,  Fla.  32203. 
Applicant’s  r^resentatlve:  S.  E.  Somers, 
Jr.  (same  address  as  applicant).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  verlcle,  over  regular 
routes,  transporting:  General  commodi¬ 
ties  (except  household  goods  as  defined 
by  the  Commission,  commodities  in  bulk, 
commodities  of  unusual  value,  and  those 
requiring  special  equipment).  Serving 
points  in  Sumter  County,  Ga.,  as  off- 
route  points  in  connection  with  carriers 
presently  authorized  regular  routes. 

Nora. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Atlanta,  Ga.,  or  Jack¬ 
sonville,  Fla. 

No.  MC  130387  (Sub-No.  42) ,  filed  De¬ 
cember  20,  1976.  Applicant:  STOCTK- 
BERGER  TRANSFER  &  STORAGE, 
INC.,  524  Second  Street,  S.W.,  Mason 
City,  Iowa  50401.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  James  M.  Hodge,  1980  Financial 
Center,  Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Au¬ 


thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Matt  beverages. 
frran  Peoria,  HI.,  to  Mason  City,  Iowa. 

Nora. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  appUcant  requests  it  be  held  at  St.  Paul, 
Minn. 

No.  MC  19157  (Sub-No.  23) .  filed  De¬ 
cember  13,  1976.  Applicant:.  Mc(X)R- 
MACK’S  HIGHWAY  TRANSPORTA¬ 
TION,  INC.,  Route  3,  Box  4.  Campbell 
Road,  Schenectady,  N.Y.  12306.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Clem  Tomlins 
(Same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Polyurethane,  polyure¬ 
thane  foam,  and  compounds  (except  in 
bulk),  from  points  in  Connecticut,  Del¬ 
aware,  Maine,  Maryland,  Massachusetts, 
New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New  York. 
Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island,  and  Ver¬ 
mont,  to  Glenloch,  Pa.  • 

Nora. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at 
Memphis,  Tenn.  or  Albany,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  19157  (Sub-No.  24) ,  filed  De¬ 
cember  27,  1976.  Applicant:  Mc(X)R- 
MACK’S  HIGHWAY  TRANSPORTA¬ 
TION,  me..  Route  3,  Box  4,  Campbell 
Road,  S'*henectady,  N.Y.  12306.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Clem  Tomlins 
(Same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  General  commodities  hav¬ 
ing  a  prior  ot  subsequent  movement  by 
rail  (except  commodities  in  bulk),  be¬ 
tween  Mills  Shoals  and  Springerton,  HL. 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  and  east  of  Indiana,  Kentucky, 
Michigan,  Mis^ssippi,  and  Tennessee. 

Nora. — ^If  a  bearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  that  tt  be  hrtd  at 
either  St.  Louis,  Mo.  at  Schenectady.  N.Y. 

No.  MC  19157  (Sub-Na  26).  filed  De¬ 
cember  23,  1976.  Applicant:  MCCOR¬ 
MACK’S  HIGHWAY  TRANSPORTA¬ 
TION,  mCn  Route  3,  Box  4,  (Jampbell 
Road,  Schenectady,  N.Y.  12306.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Clem  Twnllns 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common- carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Clocks,  electrical  products, 
electrical  supplies  and  electrical  equip¬ 
ment  (except  commodities  in  bulk  and 
tiiose  which  because  of  size  or  weight  re¬ 
quire  the  use  of  special  equipment) ,  be¬ 
tween  Louisville,  Miss.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and.  on  the  other,  points  in  and  east  of 
Alabama,  Florida,  Illinois.  Kentucky, 
Tennessee,  and  Wisconsin. 

Nora. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at 
either  Columbus,  Miss,  or  Schenectady,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  19778  (Sub-No.  93),  filed  De¬ 
cember  20,  1976.  Applicant:  THE  MHi- 
WAUKEE  MOTOR  TRANSPORTATION 
(X)MPANY,  a  Corporation,  516  West 
Jackson  Boulevard.  Suite  508,  CThlcago. 
HL  60606.  Applicant’s  representative; 
Robert  F.  Munsell  (Same  address  as  ap¬ 
plicant)  .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Concrete 


products,  from  Sioux  Falls,  S.  Dak.,  and 
points  3  miles  thereof,  to  points  in  Ne¬ 
braska. 

Nora. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  either  Chicago, 
HI.  or  Pierre,  S.  Dak. 

No.  MC  35807  (Sub-No.  66) ,  filed  De¬ 
cember  13,  1976.  Applicant:  WELLS 
FARGO  ARMORED  SERVICE  CX)RPO- 
RATION,  P.O.  Box  4313,  Atlanta,  Ga. 
30302.  Applicant’s  representative:  Harry 
J.  Jordan,  1000  16th  Street,  N.W..  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  30036.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Unique  (.currency')  paper,  between 
Dalton,  Mass.,  and  the  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia,  imder  a  continuing  contract,  or 
contracts,  with  General  Service  Admin¬ 
istration. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  43706  (Sub-No.  4).  filed  De¬ 
cember  20,  1976,  Applicant:  ATKINSON 
FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  520, 
Blanche  Rd.,  Conwells  Heights,  Pa.  19020. 
Applicant’s  representative:  James  C. 
Hardman,  33  North  LaSalle  Street,  Chi¬ 
cago,  HI.  60602.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Containers,  container  closures,  and  ma¬ 
terials,  equipment  and  supplies  used  in 
the  manufa<^ure  and  distribution  of  con¬ 
tainers  and  container  closures  (except 
commodities  in  bulk  and  those  which  be¬ 
cause  of  size  or  weight  require  the  use 
of  special  equipment),  (1)  from  Albany, 
N.Y.,  to  Johnstown,  Pa.;  and  (2)  from  Oil 
City,  Pittsburgh  and  Lancaster,  Pa.,  to 
points  in  Delaware,  Maryland,  New  Jer¬ 
sey,  New  York,  North  Carolina  and  Vir¬ 
ginia. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.,  New  York,  N.Y.  or  Pittsburgh,  Pa. 

No.  MC  44989  (Sub-No.  5),  filed  De¬ 
cember  22,  1976.  Applicant:  WILLIAMS 
TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  Box  143,  Audobon, 
Iowa  50025.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Scott  E.  Daniel,  P.O.  Box  82028,  Lincoln, 
Nebr.  68501.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Meats, 
meat  products  and  meat  by-products 
and  articles' distributed  by  meat  pack¬ 
inghouses,  as  described  in  Sections  A  and 
C  oi  Appendix  I  to  the  Report  in  De¬ 
scriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates, 
61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (except  hides  and 
commodities  in  bulk) ,  from  the  plantsite 
and  storage  facilities  utilized  by  Ameri¬ 
can  Beef  Packers,  Inc.,  located  at  or  near 
Omaha.  Nebr.  and  Oakland,  Iowa,  to 
points  in  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Missouri,  Ohio  and  Wisconsin,  re¬ 
stricted  to  traffic  originating  at  the 
named  origins  and  destined  to  the  named 
destinations. 

Nora. — If  a  healing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Omaha, 
Nebr. 

No.  MC  50307  (Sub-No.  87),  filed  De¬ 
cember  27,  1976.  Applicant:  INTER- 
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STATE  DRESS  CARRIERS,  INC.,  247 
West  35th  Street,  New  York  City,  N.Y. 
10001.  Applicant’s  representative:  Her¬ 
bert  Bursteln,  One  World  Trade  Center, 
Suite  2373,  New  Yoilc,  N.Y.  10048.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Wearing  apparel, 
and  matericUs,  machinery,  supplies  and 
equipment  used  in  the  maniifacture  of 
wearing  apparel,  between  WatervUle. 
N.Y.,  and  points  New  Jersey,  New  YoA. 
and  Pennsylvania. 

Note. — 11  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
New  Torlt,  N.Y.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  56244  (Sub-No.  52).  filed  De- 
cember  27,  1976.  Api^lcant;  KUHN 
TRANSPORTATION  (XIMPANY,  INC., 
RI>.  No.  2,  P.O.  Box  98,  Gardners,  Pa. 
17324.  Applicant’s  representative: 

M.  Musselman,  410  North  Third  Street, 
P.O.  Box  1146,  Harrisburg.  Pa.  17108. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Ir¬ 
regular  rout^  transporting:  Foodstuffs 
(except  frozen  commodities  and  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk) .  frmn  facilities  utilized 
by  California  Canners  and  Growers  lo¬ 
cated  at  Chambersburg,  Pa.  and  points 
in  Adams  County,  Pa.,  to  points  in  Con¬ 
necticut,  ICaine,  Massachusetts,  New 
Hampshire,  Rhode  Island  and  Vermont. 

Non. — •  hearing  la  deemed  neoessary, 
the  applicant  requasta  tt  be  held  at  either 
Harrisburg.  Fa.,  or  Washington.  DXX 

No.  MC  59856  (Sub-No.  70) .  filed  De- 
cember  20.  1976.  Applicant:  SALT 

CREEK  FREIGHTWAYS.  a  corporation, 
3333  West  Yellowstone.  Casper,  Wyo. 
82601.  Applicant’s  representative:  John 
R.  Davidson.  Midland  Bank  Building. 
Suite  805,  BUllngs,  Mont.  59101.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  v^cle,  over  regular 
routes,  transporting:  General  commod¬ 
ities  (exc^  those  of  unusual  value. 
Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  CommisslcA, 
commodities  in  bulk  and  those  which  re¬ 
quire  the  use  of  special  equipment). 
Serving  the  mine  and  processing  plant- 
site  Mineral  Exploration  Co.,  a  subsid¬ 
iary  of  Union  Oil  Company  ot  Califor¬ 
nia,  located  at  or  near  Wamsutter,  Wyo„ 
as  an  off-route  point  in  connectlcm  with 
applicant  presently  authorized  regular- 
'  route  operatkms. 

Note. — Common  ecmtrol  may  be  involved. 
If  a  bearing  is  deemed  neoeonary,  the  appU- 
cant  does  not  apecUy  a  location. 

No.  MC  61592  (Sub.No.  396),  filed  De¬ 
cember  20,  1976.  Ai^licant:  JENKINS 
TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  697,  Jef¬ 
fersonville,  In<L  47130.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  R  A.  DeVlne,  101  First  Ave¬ 
nue,  P.O.  Box  737.  Moline,  lU.  61265. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Ir-^ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Flour 
(except  in  bulk),  (a)  fr<xn  McPherson, 
Kans.,  to  points  in  Alabama,  Arkansas, 
Gecwgla,  Florida,  Indiana,  Kentucky. 
Louisiana,  Missouri,  Mississippi.  N<Hiii 
Carolina.  Ohio,  South  Carolina,  Tennes¬ 
see,  Texas,  Virginia  and  West  Virginia; 
and  (b)  from  Buhler  and  Inman,  Kans., 


to  points  in  Alabama,  Arkansas.  Georgia, 
Florida,  Illinois.  Indiana,  Kentucky. 
Louisiana,  Missouri.  Mississippi,  North 
(Jandlna,  Ohio,  South  Carolina,  Tennes¬ 
see,  Texas,  Virginia  and  West  Virginia; 
and  (2)  manufactured  animal  and  poul¬ 
try  feeds  and  ingredients  (except  in 
bulk) ,  (a)  from  Red  Bay,  Ala.,  to  points 
in  the  United  States  in  and  east  of  Mon¬ 
tana,  Wycxning,  Colorado  and  New  Mex¬ 
ico;  and  (b)  fnxn  Tupelo,  Miss.,  to  points 
in  the  United  States  in  and  east  of  Mon¬ 
tana,  Wyoming,  Colorado  and  New  Mex¬ 
ico  (exc^t  Missouri  Iowa,  Oklahoma. 
Kansas,  Nebraska  and  Illinois) . 

Note. — Common  contrtd  may  be  Involved. 

If  a  healing  te  deemed  neoeaeary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requeeta  tt  be  hM  at  St.  Lottie,  Mo. 

No.  MC  82841  (Sub-No.  203) .  filed  De- 
c^nber  17,  1976.  Applicant:  HUNT 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  10770  “I” 
Street.  Omaha,  Nchr.  68127.  Applicant’s 
r^resentative:  Dcmald  L.  Stem,  530 
Unlvac  Bldg..  7100  West  Center  Road, 
Omaha,  Nebr.  68106.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Wood  fence,  gates,  posts,  rails,  and 
pickets,  from  Glsidstone  and  Stephenson, 
Mich.,  and  points  in  the  lower  peninsula 
of  Michigan,  to  points  in  Colorado,  Illi¬ 
nois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Kentucky, 
lifinnesota,  Ifissourl.  Nebraska,  New 
York,  Ohio,  Oklahoma,  Pennsylvania, 
South  Dakota,  Tennessee,  Texas,  Wis¬ 
consin,  and  Wytunlng. 

Note. — a  hearing  to  deemed  neceesary. 
the  iqtpllcant  reqaeete  tt  be  held  at  Detroit, 
Mich.,  or  Chicago,  HI. 

No.  MC  102817  <6ub-No.  27),  filed  De- 
c^nber  27,  1976.  .^?pUcant:  PERKINS 
FURNITURE  TRANSPCKIT.  INC..  P/X 
Box  24335,  5034  Lafayette  Road.  Indian¬ 
apolis.  Ind.  46254.  Aii^cant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Robert  W.  Loser  n,  1009  Chamber 
of  Commerce  Bldg..  Indianapolis.  Ihd. 
46204.  Authority  sought  to  (gperate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Nem  fur¬ 
niture,  frmn  points  in  Alabama,  to  points 
In  Connecticut,  Indiana,  Illin^  Iowa. 
Tran«a«,  Massachusetts,  Michigan,  Min¬ 
nesota.  Missouri.  Nebraska,  New  Jersey. 
New  York.  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  and  Wis¬ 
consin. 

Non.— If  a  beeriug  to  deemed  neceesary, 
applicant  requeste  it  be  held  at  Indlanepolto. 
Ind..  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  105007  (Sub-No.  35) .  filed  De¬ 
cember  9.  1976.  AwUcant:  MATSON 
TRU<JK  LINES,  INC.  1407  St.  John  Ave¬ 
nue.  Alb^t  Lea,  Minn  56007.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Val  M.  Hlggbas.  1000 
First  National  Bank  Building,  Minneapo¬ 
lis.  Minn.  55402.  Authmdty  sought  to  (H>- 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle.  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Meats,  m&it  products,  meat  by-products 
and  articles  distrUiuted  by  meat  packing¬ 
houses  (except  hides  and  commodities  in 
bulk) ,  as  d^ned  in  Sections  A  and  C  of 
Appendix  I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 
209  and  766,  from  the  plantsite  and  ware¬ 
house  faculties  of  Wilson  Foods  Corpo¬ 
ration,  located  at  Albert  Lea,  Mlim.,  to 


Chicago,  m.,  and  points  in  Its  Commer¬ 
cial  Zone. 

Nor.— Omnmon  control  may  be  Involved. 

If  a  bearing  to  deemed  necessary,  the  opph- 
cfjA  requests  It  be  held  at  either  Minneapo¬ 
lis,  or  St.  Paul.  Minn. 

No.  MC  105269  (Sub-No.  62),  filed  De¬ 
cember  27,  1976.  Applicant:  GRAFF 
TRUCKING  COMPANY.  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
986,  2119  Lake  Street,  Kalamazoo,  Mich. 
49005.  AiH>licant’s  representative:  James 
W.  Muldoon,  Suite  1815,  50  West  Broad 
Street,  Columbus.  Ohio  43215.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transpiorting:  Adhesives,  when  moving  in 
mixed  shipments  with  paper  and  pai>er 
products,  from  Chillicothe,  Ohio,  to 
points  in  Michigan.  Note. — ^Applicant 
states  that  it  presently  holds  authorlty-to 
transport  paper  and  paper  products  from 
the  requested  origin  to  a  iwrtion  of  the 
destination  state. 

Nor. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  appUcont  requests  it  be  h^d  at  either 
Columbus.  Ohio  or  Washington.  D.C. 

No.  MC  107496  (Sub-No.  1060),  filed 
December  23,  1976.  Apt^ant:  RUAN 
TRANSPORT  CORPORATION.  666 
Grand  Avenue,  3200  Ruan  Center,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  E.  Check,  P.O.  Box  855,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa  50304.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Molten  sulphur.  In  bulk,  from 
Bums  Harbor.  Ind..  to  points  In  Illinois; 
and  (2)  chemicals  in  bulk,  fitxn  Milton, 
WIs..  to  points  In  the  United  States  (ex¬ 
cept  Alaska  and  HawaU) . 

NoRj — Common  oontrcd  may  hs  involved. 
If  a  hsorlng  to  denned  necessary,  the  iqypU- 
eoat  requests  it  be  held  at  elthor  Chlciigo, 
m..  or  Des  Mblnss,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  107496  (Sub-No.  1061),  filed 
December  23,  1970.  Applicant:  RUAN 
TRANSPORT  CORFQRA'IION.  666 
Grand  Avenue,  3200  Ruan  Center,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Ai^UcanfS  repre¬ 
sentative:  R  Check,  P.O.  Box  855.  Des 
Moines,  Iowa  50304.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes.  transp(urt- 
ing:  Acid.  In  bulk,  from  East  Helena, 
Mont.,  to  points  in  Colorado,  Idaho,  lyQn- 
nesota.  North  Dakota,  Oregon.  South 
Dakota,  Utah,  Washington,  and  Wyo¬ 
ming. 

Nor. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  to  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Denver.  Colo. 

No.  MC  107515  (Sub-No.  1045),  filed 
December  20, 1976.  Applicant:  REFRIG¬ 
ERATED  TRANSPORT  CX).,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  3308,  Forest  Park,  Ga.  30050.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Alan  E.  Serby, 
3379  Peachtree  Road.  NR.,  Suite  375, 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30326.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vdilcle.  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Meats,  meat  products,  and  meat  by¬ 
products,  as  descrflied  in  Section  A  of 
Appendix  I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates.  61  M.C.C. 
209  and  766  (except  commodities  in  bulk, 
hides  and  skins),  in  vehicles  equipped 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  42,  NO.  23 — THURSDAY,  FEBRUARY  3,  1977 


6676 


NOTICES 


with  mechanical  refrigeration,  from  the 
plantsite  and  facilities  of  Landy  of  Wis¬ 
consin,  Inc,,  located  at  Eau  Claire,  Wls., 
to  points  in  Alabama,  California,  Flor¬ 
ida,  Georgia,  Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Mis¬ 
sissippi,  New  Mexico,  North  Carolina, 
Ohio,  South  Carolina  Tennessee  and 
Texas. 

Note. — ^Dual  operations  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  bearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  Madison, 
Wls.  or  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  107818  (Sub-No.  85),  filed 
December  26,  1976,  Applicant:  GREEN- 
STEIN  TRUCKING  COMPANY,  a  Cor¬ 
poration,  280  N.W.  12th  Avenue,  P.O. 
Box  608,  Pompano  Beach,  Fla.  33061. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Martin  Sack, 
Jr.,  1754  Gulf  Life  Tower,  Jacksonville, 
Fla.  32207.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Pre¬ 
pared  foodstuffs,  in  vehicles  equipped 
with  mechanical  refrigeration,  from  New 
Albany,  Ind.,  to  points  in  Florida,  Geor¬ 
gia,  North  Carolina  and  South  C^arolina. 

.  Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 

the  applicant  requests  that  It  be  held  at 
Minneapolis,  Minn. 

No.  MC  109397  (Sub-No.  348),  filed 
December  15,  1976.  Applicant:  TRI¬ 
STATE  MOTOR  TRANSIT  CX>.,  a  Cor¬ 
poration,  P.O.  Box  113,  Joplin,  Mo.  64801. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Max  G.  Mor¬ 
gan,  223  Ciudad  Building,  Oklahoma 
City,  Okla.  73112.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
v^icle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Uranium  hexaflouride,  between 
Paducah,  Ky.,  and  Jonesboro,  Tenn. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  i^pli- 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  St.  Louis, 
Mo.,  Memphis,  Tenn.  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  109689  (Sub-No.  305),  filed 
Decemb^  27,  1976.  Applicant:  W.  S. 
HATCTH  CO.,  a  Corporation,  643  South 
800  West,  Woods  Cross,  Utah  84087.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Mai^  K.  Boyle, 
345  South  State  Street,  Salt  Lake  City, 
Utah  84111.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Add,  In  bulk,  from  Bast  H^ena,  Mont., 
to  points  in  Colorado,  Idaho,  Minnesota, 
North  Dakota  Oregon,  South  Dakota, 
Utah,  Washington  and  Wyoming. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Scdt 
Lake  City,  Utah. 

No.  MC  111045  (Sub-Na  138),  filed 
Decemb^  15,  1976.  Applicant:  RED¬ 
WING  CARRIERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  426, 
Tampa,  Fla.  33601.  Applicant’s  repre- 
s^tative:  J.  C.  McCoy  (same  address  as 
applicant).  AuttKHdty  soufidit  to  opiate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  Irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Di-Nitro-Orthocresol,  from  Bay  Minetta, 
Ala.,  to  Baton  Rouge,  La.,  and  Galveston 
and  Seabrook,  Tex.;  (2)  Di-Nitro-Oriho^ 
Seconoary -Butyl-Phenol,  from  Bay 
Minette,  Ala^  to  Greenville,  kfiss.,  H(d- 
brook.  Mass.,  and  Valdosta,  Ga.;  and 
(3)  Styrene',  Bauid,  from  Bat(Ni  Rouge, 


La.  and  Galveston,  Tex.,  to  Bay  Minette, 
Ala. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  Mobile  or 
Montgomery,  Alsu 

No.  MC  112696  (Sub-No.  54),  filed 
December  14,  1976.  Applicant:  HART¬ 
MANS,  INCX>RPORATED,  P.O.  Box  898, 
833  Chicago  Avenue,  Harrisonburg,  Va. 
22801.  Applicant’s  representative:  Ed¬ 
ward  G.  Villalon,  Suite  1032,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  Avenue  and  13th  St.,  N.W.,  Wa^- 
ington,  D.C.  20004.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Poultry  and  animal  feeding,  toater- 
ing  and  heating  equipment  and  parts 
and  accessories  therefor,  and  material 
used  in  the  installation  thereof,  and  in¬ 
cinerators,  heaters  and  fire  grates  and 
parts  and  accessories  thereof,  from  Har¬ 
risonburg,  Va.,  to  points  in  and  east  of 
Iowa,  Kansas,  Minnesota,  Oklahoma  and 
Texas. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Richmond,  Va.  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  113460  (Sub-No.  6),  filed  De¬ 
cember  27,  1976.  Applicant:  BLACK- 
HAWK  TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  3909 
E.  29th  Street,  Des  Moines,  Iowa  50317. 
Applicant’s  representative:  James  M. 
Hodge,  1980  Financial  Center,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Meats,  meat  products,  meat  by¬ 
products,  and  articles  distributed  by 
meat  packinghouses  (except  hides  and 
commodities  in  bulk) ,  as  defined  In  Sec¬ 
tions  A  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the  report 
in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certifi¬ 
cates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766,  from  the 
plantsite  and  warehouses  facilities  of 
Wilson  Foods  Corporation,  at  Des 
Moines,  Iowa,  to  points  In  Connecticut, 
Delaware,  Maine,  Maryland,  Massachu¬ 
setts,  New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New 
York,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island, 
m(Mit,  Virginia,  and  the  District  oi  Co¬ 
lumbia,  restricted  to  the  tran^rtatlon 
of  traffic  originating  at  the  above  named 
(Rlglns  and  destined  to  the  named 
destinations. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Dallas,  Tex., 
or  Kansas  City,  Mo. 

No.  MC  113651  (Sub-No.  205),  filed 
December  23,  1976.  Applicant:  INDIANA 
REFRIGERATOR  LINES.  INC..  2404 
Ninth  Broadway,  Muncle,  IncL  47303. 
Apidlcant’s  representative:  Danld  C. 
Sullivan,  327  South  LaSaUe  Street,  Chi¬ 
cago,  BL  60604.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
iate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregiUar  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Meats,  meat  products  and  meat  by¬ 
products,  and  articles  distributed  by 
meat  packinghouses,  as  described  In  Sec¬ 
tions  A  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the  report 
In  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certifi¬ 
cates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (except 
hides  and  cmnmodities  In  bulk),  from 
the  plantsite  an  dstorage  facilities  uti¬ 
lized  by  Amolcan  Beef  Packers,  Inc.,  at 


or  near  Omaha,  Nebr.,  and  Oakland, 
Iowa,  to  points  in  Alabama,  Florida, 
Georgia,  North  Carolina,  South  CaroUna, 
and  West  Virginia,  restricted  to  traffic 
originating  at  the  named  origins  and 
destined  to  the  named  destinations. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Omaha,  Nebr. 

No.  MC  114241  (Sub-No.  8),  filed  De¬ 
cember  13,  1976.  Applicant:  C.  T. 

HERTZSCH.  INC.,  282  U.S.  Highway  31, 
Speed,  Ind.  47172.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Louis  B.  Hartlage,  501  South  2nd 
Street,  Louisville,  Ky.  40202.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  a  contract  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Fly  ash,  in  bulk,  from 
points  in  Jefferson  County,  Ky-.,  to  Speed, 
Ind.,  under  a  continuing  contract,  or 
contracts,  with  Louisville  Cement  Com¬ 
pany. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either 
LouisvUle,  Ky.  or  Indianapolis,  Ind. 

No.  MC  114273  (Sub-No.  277),  filed 
December  13,  1976.  Applicant:  CRST, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  68,  Ced^  Rapids,  Iowa 
52406.  Applicant’s  representative:  Rob¬ 
ert  K  Konchar,  Siiite  315  Commerce 
Exchange  Building,  2720  First  Avenue 
N.E.,  P.O.  Box  1943,  Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa 
52406.  Authority  sought  to  operate  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Chemi¬ 
cals,  from  CTinton,  Iowa,  to  Montezuma, 
N.Y. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  bearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  aj^ll- 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  114457  (Sub-No.  285),  filed 
December  27,  ISTO.  Applicant:  DART 
TRANSIT  COMPANY,  2102  University 
Avenue,  St.  Paul,  liOnn.  55114.  Aj^li- 
cant’s  representative:  James  H.  Wills 
(same  address  as  ai^licant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  v^cle,  over  irregular  routes, 
tram^rting:  Kitchen  cabinets  and  van¬ 
ities,  set  up  in  boxes,  frmn  Oshkosh, 
Wls.,  Jeffersonville,  Ind.,  and  Adrian, 
Mich.,  to  points  In  Illinois,  Indiana, 
Iowa,  Minnesota,  Montcma,  Nebraska, 
North  Dakota,  South  Dakota  and  Wis¬ 
consin. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  ai^Ucant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
St.  Paiil,  Minn.,  or  Chicago,  m. 

No.  MC  114569  (Sub-No.  159),  filed 
December  20,  1976.  Applicant:  SHAF¬ 
FER  TRUCKING,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  418, 
New  Kingstown,  Pa.  17072.  Applicant’s 
representative:  N.  L.  Cummins  (same 
address  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Such  commodities  as  are 
dealt  in  and  used  by  retail  department 
stores  (exc^  foodstuffs,  commodities 
of  imusual  value.  Classes  A  and  B  ex¬ 
plosives,  commodities  in  bulk,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Ccunmisslon,  and 
commodities  which  because  their  size 
and  weight  require  the  use  of  special 
equlfunent) ,  (1)  from  points  in  Connect¬ 
icut,  Delaware,  Maine,  Maryland,  Mas- 
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sachusetts.  New  Hampshire.  New  Jersey. 
New  York.  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island, 
Vermont,  Virginia,  and  West  Virginia,  to 
points  in  Ariama,  Arkansas,  California, 
Colorado,  Idaho,  Iowa,  Kansas.  Missouri, 
Montana,  Nebraska,  Nevada,  New  Mex¬ 
ico.  Oklahoma,  Oregon,  South  Dakota, 
Texas,  Utah,  Washington  and  Wyoming; 
(2)  from  points  in  Illinois,  Indiana, 
Michigan,  Minnesota.  Ohio  and  Wiscon¬ 
sin,  to  points  in  Arizona,  Arkansas,  Cali¬ 
fornia,  Colorado,  Idaho,  Iowa,  Kansas, 
Missouri,  Montana,  Nebraska,  Nevada, 
New  Mexico,  Oklahoma,  Oregon,  South 
Dakota,  Texas,  Utah,  Washington  and 
Wyoming,  restricted  in  (1)  and  (2) 
above  to  shipments  originating  at  the 
above-named  origins  and  destined  to  the 
facilities  of  or  utilized  by  Gamble 
Skogmo,  Inc.,  and  its  subsidiaries,  at  the 
above  named  destination  points. 

Notk. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
U  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  either  Min¬ 
neapolis,  Minn,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

Na  MC  114896  (Sub-No.  3) ,  fUed  De¬ 
cember  20,  1976.  Applicant:  PURO- 
LATOR  SECURITY,  INC.,  Ill  West 
Mockingbird  Lane,  Dallas,  Tex.  75222. 
Applicant’s  r^resentative:  Elizabeth  L. 
Henoch,  3333  New  Hyde  Park  Road,  New 
Hyde  Park,  N.Y.  11040.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vdilcle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Unique  (.currency)  paper,  between 
Dalton,  Mass,  and  the  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia,  imder  a  continuing  contract,  or  con¬ 
tracts,  with  General  Service  Administra¬ 
tion. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  common  carrier 
authority  in  MC  140346  (Sub-No.  1).  there¬ 
fore  dual  operations  may  be  Invcdved.  If  a 
hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  114896  (Sub-No.  44),  hied  De¬ 
cember  19,  1976.  Applicant:  PURO- 
LATOR  SECURITY.  INC.,  1111  West 
Mockingbird  Lane,  Suite  1401,  Dallas, 
Tex.  75222.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Elizabeth  L.  Henoch,  3333  New  H3rde 
Park  Road.  New  Hyde  Park,  N.Y.  11040. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  con¬ 
tract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Foreign 
coin,  between  Hartford,  Conn.,  Boston, 
klass..  New  York,  N.Y.  and  Littleton, 
N.H.,  under  a  continued  contract  or  con¬ 
tracts  with  Littleton  Stamp  &  Coin  Co., 

me. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  115242  (Sub-No.  14).  filed 
January  3.  1977.  Applicant:  DONALD 
MOORE.  601  N.  Prairie  Street,  Prairie 
du  Chien,  Wis.  53821.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Michael  S.  Varda,  121  S. 
Pinckney  Street,  Madison,  Wis.  53703. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  corrier,  by  motor  vrfilcle,  over  Ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Malt 
beverages,  frmn  Peoria,  HI.,  to  Dubuque, 
Iowa  and  Prairie  du  Chien,  Wis.;  and 
(2)  empty  malt  beverage  containers  and 
pallets  on  return. 


Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  iq>pUcant  requests  it  be  held  at  either 
Madison,  Wis.,  or  Chicago,  lU. 

No.  MC  115841  (Sub-No.  530),  filed 
December  20,  1976.  Applicant:  COI/D- 
NIAL  REFRIGERATED  TRANSPOR¬ 
TATION,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  168,  Concord, 
Tenn.  37922.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Chester  G.  Groebel  (same  address  as  ap¬ 
plicant).  Authority  sought  to  (H>erate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Canned 
meats,  in  vehicles  equipped  with  me¬ 
chanical  refrigeration,  from  West  Point, 
Miss.,  to  points  in  Arkansas,  Colorado, 
Illinois,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Louisiana,  Min¬ 
nesota,  Missouri,  Texas  and  Wisconsin. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  does  not  specify  a  location. 

No.  MC  116004  (Sub-No.  42) ,  filed  De- 
cember  14,  1976.  Applicant:  TEXAS 
OKLAHOMA  EXPRESS,  INC.,  2222 
Grauwyer,  Irving,  Tex.  76052.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Doris  Hughes, 
Post  Office  Box  47112,  DaUas,  Tex.  75247. 
Authority  sought  to  (^rate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  reg¬ 
ular  routes,  transporting:  General  com¬ 
modities  (except  those  of  unusual  value. 
Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
conunoditles  in  bulk  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment),  (1)  Between  Ard¬ 
more,  and  Oklahoma  City,  Okla.,  serving 
all  Intermediate  points:  From  Ardmore 
over  UJS,  Highway  70  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  70  and  Bailey  ’Turnpike,  thence 
over  Bailey  Turnpike  to  Oklahoma  City 
and  return  over  the  same  route;  (2)  Be¬ 
tween  Waurlka,  and  Chlckasha,  Okla., 
serving  all  intermediate  points;  From 
Waurika  over  U.S.  Highway  81  to  Chick- 
asha  and  return  over  the  same  route: 
(3)  Between  junction  UJS.  Highway  70 
and  Oklahoma  Highway  76,  and  junc¬ 
tion  Oklahome  Highway  76  and  Bailey 
Turnpike,  serving  all  Intermediate 
points:  From  jimetion  U.S.  Highway  70 
and  Oklahoma  Highway  76,  thence  over 
Oklahoma  Highway  76  to  junction  Bai¬ 
ley  Turnpike,  tmd  return  over  the  same 
route:  (4)  Between  Chickasha,  and 
Pauls  Valley,  Okla.,  serving  all  interme¬ 
diate  points:  Frtxn  Chickasha  over  Ok¬ 
lahoma  Highway  19  to  Pauls  Valley, 
Okla.,  and  return  over  the  same  route: 
Alternate  routes  for  operating  conven¬ 
ience  only:  (1)  Between  junction  U.S. 
Highway  287  and  U.S.  Highway  281,  and 
jimetion  UB.  Highway  70  and  Bailey 
Turnpike,  serving  no  intermediate 
points  and  serving  termini  for  joinder 
purposes  only:  Prom  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  287  and  UJS.  Highway  281,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  281  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  70,  and  return  over  the  same 
route;  (2)  Between  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  JW  and  Oklahoma  Highway  7,  and 
junction  Bailey  Turnpike  and  Oklahoma 
Highway  7,  serving  no  intermediate 
points,  and  serving  termini  for  joinder 
purposes  only:  Prom  junction  UB.  High¬ 
way  77  and  CMclahoma  Highway  7  over 
Oklahoma  Highway  7  to  jimetion  Bailey 
Turnpike,  and  return  over  the  same 
route. 


Note. — If  a  bearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either 
DaUas,  Tex.,  w  Lawton,  Oklahoma. 

No.  MC  117109  (Sub-No.  16),  filed 
December  28,  1976.  AppUcant:  SYKES 
TRANSPORT  COMPANY,  a  Corporation, 
Highway  85  East,  Madlsonville,  Ky. 
42431.  Applicant’s  representative:  Ernest 
A.  Brooks  11.  1301  Ambassador  Building, 
St.  Louis.  Mo.  63101.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
hide,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Cooling  rooms  (except  such  com¬ 
modities  which  because  of  size  and  weight 
require  special  equipment) ,  from  Dallas, 
Tex.,  to  points  in  the  United  States  in¬ 
cluding  Alaska  and  Hawaii. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  either  St.  Louis,  Mo.  or 
Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  117370  (Sub-No.  28),  filed  De¬ 
cember  10,  1976.  Ai^llcant:  STAFFORD 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  2155  Hollyhock  Lane, 
Elm  Grove,  Wis.  53122.  Apidicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Nancy  J.  Jdinson,  4506  Re¬ 
gent  Street,  Suite  100,  Madison,  Wis. 
53705.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vdiicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Sand, 
from  CHayton,  Iowa,  to  points  in  Missouri. 
Nebraska,  North  Dakota,  South  Dakota 
and  Wisconsin. 

Note. — (Jommon  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  ^pll- 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  either  Madison  or 
Milwaukee,  Wis.  or  Dubuque,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  118431  (Sub-No.  24),  filed 
December  13,  1976.  Applicant:  DENVER 
SOUTHWEST  EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
9950, 1310  Stagecoach  Ro^,  Little  Rock, 
Ark.  72209.  Applicant’s  representative: 
David  R.  Parker,  1600  Broadway,  2310 
Colorado  State  Bank  Building,  Denver. 
Colo.  80202.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vdiicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Rub¬ 
ber,  rubber  products  and  such  other  com¬ 
modities  as  are  manutactured  and/or 
dealt  in  by  rubber  manufacturers,  and 
materials,  supplies  and  equipment  util¬ 
ized  in  the  production,  distribution,  serv¬ 
ice  and  utilization  of  the  foregoing  com¬ 
modities,  between  points  in  Jefferson  and 
Tuscaloosa  Counties,  Ala.,  Los  Angeles, 
Calif.,  Denver,  Colo.,  Miami,  Fla.,  Frank¬ 
lin  Park,  m.,  and  points  in  Allen  County, 
Ind.,  Dubuque,  Iowa,  points  in  Cherokee 
County,  Kans.,  and  Kansas  City,  Kans., 
points  in  Newton  County,  Mo.,  Reno, 
Nev.,  Linden,  N.J.,  Akron,  Columbus,  and 
Medina,  Ohio,  points  in  Ottawa  County, 
Okla.,  Portland,  Oreg.,  points  in  Bucks 
and  Montgomery  Coimtles,  Pa.,  and  Dal¬ 
las,  Tex.,  under  a  continuing  contract  or 
contracts  with  B.  F.  Goodrich  Company, 
restricted  against  the  transportation  of 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  further  re¬ 
stricted  to  traffic  originating  at  and  des¬ 
tined  to  facilities  utilized  by  B.  F.  Good¬ 
rich  Company. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Denver,  Colo.,  or  Little  Rock,  Ark. 

No.  MC  118806  (Sub-No.  52),  filed 
December  27,  1076.  An>llcant:  ARNOLD 
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BROS.  TRANSPORT,  LTD.,  a  corpora¬ 
tion,  739  Laglmodiere  Blvd.,  Winnipeg, 
Manitoba  Canada  R2J  OT8.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Daniel  C.  Sullivan,  327 
South  LaSalle  Street.  Chicago,  Ill.  60604. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Egg  flats, 
egg  cartons  and  peat  moss  pots,  from  the 
ports  of  entry  on  the  International 
Boundary  Line  between  the  United 
States  and  Canada  located  at  or  near 
Pembina,  N.  Dak.,  and  Noyes,  Minn,  to 
points  in  California,  Illinois,  Kansas, 
Minnesota,  Missouri,  North  Dakota, 
South  Dakota,  and  Wisconsin. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago, 
HI. 

No.  MC  119399  (Sub-No.  65).  filed  De¬ 
cember  17,  1976.  Applicant:  CONTRACT 
FREIGHTERS,  INC.,  2900  Davis  Boule¬ 
vard,  Joplin,  Mo.  64801.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Wilburn  L.  Williamson,  280 
National  Foundation  Life  Building,  3535 
N.W.  58th  Street,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla, 
73112.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Glass- 
toare,  from  the  facilities  of  Bartlett- 
CoUins  Company,  located  at  or  near 
Sapulpa,  Okla.,  to  points  in  Alabama, 
Florida,  Georgia,  Iowa,  Kentucky,  Lou¬ 
isiana  (except  New  Orleans) ,  Missis¬ 
sippi,  North  Carolina,  South  CTarolina, 
and  Toinessee. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
hie  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Tiilsa, 
Okla. 

No.  MC  119399  (Sub-No.  66),  filed  De¬ 
cember  23,  1976.  Applicant:  CONTRACT 
FREIGHTERS.  INC.,  2900  Davis  Boule¬ 
vard,  J(^lln,  Mo.  64801.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Wilburn  L.  Williamson, 
3535  N.W.  58th  Street,  280  National 
Foundation  Life  Building,  Oklahoma 
City,  Okla.  73112.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing;  (1)  Glass  containers,  caps,  enclo¬ 
sures  toT  glass  containers  and  corrugated 
boxes  knocked  down,  when  shipped  with 
glass  containers  (a)  from  Ada  and 
Muskogee,  Okla.,  to  points  in  Illinois 
(except  (Chicago)  and  Wisconsin;  and 
Cb)  from  Rosemount,  Minn.,  to  points 
in  Oklahoma  (except  Muskogee) ;  and 
(2)  used  glass  containers,  from  the  fa¬ 
cilities  of  Seven-Up  Bottling  Company 
located  at  or  near  Minneapolis,  Minn., 
to  points  in  Louisiana,  Nebraska  and 
Texas. 

Note. — ^If  a  hetiring  la  deemed  necessary, 
tha  appUcant  requests  it  be  held  at  either 
Oklahoma  City.  Okla.,  or  Dallas,  Tex. 

Na  MC  119789  (Sub-No.  321),  filed 
December  29.  1976.  Applicant:  CARA¬ 
VAN  REFRIGERATED  CARGO.  INC., 
P.O.  Box  6188,  Dallas,  Tex.  75222.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  James  K.  New- 
bold,  Jr.  (Same  address  as  applicant). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com- 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Meats, 
meat  products,  meat  bn-products,  tasd 
article  distributed  bp  meat  paeking- 


houses,  as  described  in  Sections  A  and  C 
of  Appiendix  I  to  the  Report  in  De¬ 
scriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates, 
61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (except  hides  and 
commodities  in  bulk) .  from  Los  Angles. 
Calif.,  to  points  in  Florida  and  Georgia. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necesscuy, 
appUcant  requests  it  be  held  at  either  Loa 
Angeles,  Calif.,  or  DaUas,  Tex. 

No.  MC  119988  (Sub-No.  102),  filed 
December  20,  1976.  Applicant:  GREAT 
WESTERN  TRUCKING  CO.,  INC., 
Highway  103  East,  P.O.  Box  1384,  Lufkin, 
Tex.  75901.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Hugh  T.  Matthews,  2340  Fidelity  Unltm 
Tower,  Dallas,  Tex.  75201.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Lumber,  lumber  products 
and  particleboard,  from  Winnfield  and 
Lillie,  La.,  and  Huttig,  Ark.,  to  points  in 
Arkansas,  Kansas.  Louisiana,  Missouri, 
Nebraska,  Oklahoma,  and  Texas. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  contract  carrier 
authority  in  MC  140271  and  subs  thereunder, 
therefore  dual  operations  may  be  involved.  If 
B  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Dallas,  Tex. 

Mo.  MC  121044  (Sub-No.  4),  filed  No¬ 
vember  22,  1976,  Applicant:  CITY  DE¬ 
LIVERY  SERVICE.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  722, 
Boise,  Idaho  83701.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Kenneth  G.  Bergqulst,  910  Maine 
Street,  P.O.  Box  1775,  Boise,  Idaho  83701. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  reg¬ 
ular  and  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
(1)  Irregular  route:  General  commod¬ 
ities  (except  cwnmercial  papers,  docu¬ 
ments,  written  instruments,  audit  and 
accounting  media,  business  reports  and 
records) ,  between  points  in  Ada,  Canyon, 
Gem,  Owyhee,  Payette  and  Washington 
Counties,  Idaho,  restricted  against  the 
transportation  (tf  packages  or  articles 
weighing  more  than  100  pdunds  each, 
or  1,000  pounds  in  the  aggregate,  on  one 
bill  of  lading,  from  cme  consl^or  to 
one  consignee  on  any  one  day,  more  than 
five  hundred  dollars  ($500.00)  in  value 
and  two  hundred  (200)  inches  in  size, 
based  on  a  length  plus  girth  computa¬ 
tion;  and  (2)  Regular  "route;  commodi¬ 
ties,  in  small  packages  not  in  excess  of  100 
pounds  per  shipment  from  one  cwisignw 
to  one  consignee,  five  himdred  dollars 
($500.00)  in  value,  and  one  hundred  forty 
(140)  Inches  in  size  based  on  a  lengrth 
pliis  girth  computation,  limited  to  a  load 
not  to  exceed  1,000  pounds  per  vehicle: 
Between  points  near  Twin  Falls,  Idaho 
in  a  circular  movement:  Frwn  Twin 
P’alls  over  U.S.  Highway  30  to  Buhl, 
thence  over  CHear  Lake  Road  to  Junction 
Interstate  Highway  80N.  thence  over  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  80N  to  Wendell,  thence 
over  Idaho  Highway  46  to  Gooding, 
thence  over  Idaho  Highway  26  to  Junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  93,  thence  over  UJ3. 
Highway  93  to  Jermne,  thence  over  U.S, 
Highway  93  to  Twin  Falls. 

Note. — ^The  purpose  of  filing  (1)  above  is  to 
(a)  eliminate  the  gateways  In  Owyhee.  Oan- 
ycm  and  Payette  Counties,  Idaho  to  enable 
applicant  to  tack  Its  present  authority  to  the 
authority  It  Is  seekl^  In  a  pending  related 
transfer  application  In  MC-PC-76643;  and 


(h)  to  convert  Its  regular  route  authcurlty  to 
Irregular  authority;  and  addltlonaUy  the  re¬ 
quest  In  (1)  and  (2)  above  is  seeking  a  con¬ 
version  of  a  Certificate  of  Registration  to  a 
Certificate  of  Public  Convenience  and  Neces¬ 
sity.  If  a  hearlhg  Is  deemed  necessary,  the 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Boise,  Idaho. 

No.  MC  121496  (Sub-No.  4) ,  filed  De¬ 
cember  20,  1976.  Applicant:  CANGO 
CORPORATION,  1100  Milam  BuUding, 
Suite  2900,  Houston,  Tex.  77002.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  E.  Stephen  Heis- 
ley,  666  Eleventh  Street,  N.W.,  Suite  805, 
Washington,  D.C.  20001.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Anhydrous  ammonia,  ni¬ 
trogen  fertilizer  solutions  and  urea 
liquor,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  the 
plant  sites  of  and  facilites  utilized  by 
Oklahoma  Nitrogen  Corp.,  and  Bison 
Chemical  Co.,  located  at  or  near  Wood¬ 
ward,  Okla.,  to  points  in  Arkansas,  Colo¬ 
rado,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Louisiana,  Missouri, 
Nebraska,  New  Mexico,  Oklahoma,  South 
Dakota,  and  Texas. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Memphis, 
Tenn. 

No.  MC  124896  (Sub-No.  20),  filed'De- 
cember  20,  1976.  Applicant:  WILLIAM¬ 
SON  TRUCK  UNES.  INC.,  Thome  & 
Raison  Streets,  P.O.  Box  3485,  Wilson, 
N.C.  27893.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Jack  H.  Blanshan,  Suite  200.  205_West 
Touhy  Ave.,  Park  Ridge,  HI.  60068.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Meats,  meat  prod¬ 
ucts,  meat  by-products,  and  articles  dis¬ 
tributed  by  meat  packinghouses  (except 
hides  and  commo^tles  in  bulk),  as  de¬ 
fined  in  Sections  A  and  C  of  Appendix  I 
to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor 
Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and 
766,  from  the  plantsltes  and  warehouse 
facilities  of  Wilson  Poods  Corporation, 
located  at  or  near  Cherokee.  Iowa,  to 
points  in  Georgia  and  Virginia,  restricted 
to  the  transportatlcm  of  traflBc  originat¬ 
ing  at  the  above-named  origin  and  des¬ 
tined  to  the  named  destinations. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Dallas,  Tex.  or  Kansas  City,  Mo. 

No.  MC  126276  (Sub-No.  161)  (Partial 
correction) ,  filed  December  3.  1976,  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  issue  of 
January  6,  1977,  and  republished  as  cor¬ 
rected  this  issue.  Applicant:  PAST 
MOTOR  SERVICE.  INC.,  9100  Plainfield 
Rd..  Brookfield.  HI.  60513.  Applicant’s 
representative:  James  C.  Hardman,  33 
N.  LaSaUe  St.,  Chicago.  HL  60602. 
Note. — The  purpose  of  this  partial  cor¬ 
rection  is  to  (1)  change  dtiplicate  sub- 
paragraph  (4)  to  read  Paragraph  (5); 
and  (2)  change  Paragrai^  (C),  (1)  to 
read:  Between  the  plant  and  warehouse 
sites  of  Continental  Can  Cmnpany, 
U.S.A.,  a  member  ot  the  Continental 
Group,  Inc.  located  at  AJslp,  Brldgevlew. 
Chicago,  Danville.  Itasca,  and  Peoria 
Heights,  m..  Bums  Harbor,  Chesterton, 
lawood.  and  Portage,  Ind.,  Kansas  Cltj 
and  Lenexa,  Kans.,  Louisville,  Kj„ 


FEOEIAL  REGISTEI,  VOL  42,  NO.  23— THURSDAY,  FEBRUARY  3,  1977 


NOTICES 


6G7D 


Shoreham,  Mich.,  Arden  Hills,  Mankato, 
and  St.  Paul,  Minn.,  St.  Joseph  and  St. 
Louis,  Mo.,  Omaha,  Nebr„  Bedford 
Heights,  Cincinnati.  Cleveland,  Colum¬ 
bus.  SharonvUle.  and  Worthington,  C^o, 
Oil  City  and  West  Mifflin,  Pa.,  LaCrosse, 
Milwaukee,  and  Racine,  Wis.,  imder  a 
continuous  contract  or  contracts  in  (A) , 
‘(B) ,  and  (C)  above  with  the  Ccwitinental 
Group,  Inc.,  the  rest  remains  the  same. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  to  be  held  at  Chi¬ 
cago,  m. 

Applicant:  FAST  MOTOR  SERVICE, 
INC.,  9100  Plainfield  Road,  Brookfield,' 
Ill.  60513.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Albert  A.  Andrln,  180  North  LaSalle 
Street,  Chicago.  HI.  60601.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Containers  and  container 
closures,  (1)  from  Hoopeston,  Ill.,  to 
points  In  Maine;  (2)  from  Batavia,  m., 
to  points  in  Alabama  and  West  Virginia; 
and  (3)  from  West  Chicago,  HI.,  to 
points  In  Alabama  and  West  Virginia, 
under  contract  with  American  Can 
Company. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago, 
lU. 

No.  MC 127042  (Sub-No.  183) ,  filed  De¬ 
cember  23,  1976.  Applicant:  HAGEN, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  98,  Leeds  Station,  3232 
Highway  75  North,  Sioux  City,  Iowa 
51108.  Applicant’s  representative:  Rob¬ 
ert  O.  Tessar  (same  address  as  appli¬ 
cant)  .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  v^cle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Meat, 
meat  products  and  meat  by-products, 
and  articles  distributed  by  meat  pack¬ 
inghouses,  as  described  in  Sections  A  and 
C  of  Appendix  I  to  the  report  In  Descrip¬ 
tions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61 
M.C.C.  209  and  766  (except  hides  and 
commodities  In  bulk) ,  from  the  plantslte 
and  war^ouse  facilities  of  Landy  of 
VHsconsin,  Inc.,  located  at  or  near  Eau 
Claire,  Wte.,  to  potaits  In  Arizona,  Cali¬ 
fornia.  CTolorado,  Nevada,  New  Mexico, 
Oregon,  Texas.  Utah  and  Washington. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Min¬ 
neapolis,  Minn. 

No.  MC  128527  (Sub-No.  74),  filed  De- 
cember  20.  1976.  Applicant:  MAY 

TRUCKING  CO.,  a  Corporation,  P.O. 
Box  398,  Payette.  Idaho  83661.  Ai^U- 
cant’s  representative;  Edward  G.  Rawle, 
4635  S.W.  Lake  View  Blvd.,  Lake  Oswego. 
Oreg.  97034.  Authority  sought  to  <H>er- 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehi¬ 
cle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transporting: 
(1)  Log  homes,  pre-cut  and  knocked 
down,  and  hardware  and  accessories  per¬ 
taining  to  the  erection  thereof,  from  the 
facilities  of  Lodge  Log  Homes,  located 
at  or  near  Boise,  Idaho,  to  points  in  Ari¬ 
zona,  California,  Colorado.  Oregon,  Mon¬ 
tana,  New  Mexico,  Nevada,  Washlngtcm, 
and  Wyoming;  and  (2)  materials  and 
supplies  used  In  the  manufacture  of  pre¬ 
cut  knocked  down  log  homes,  fnnn  points 
In  the  destination  points  named  in  (1) 


above,  to  the  facilities  of  Lodge  Log 
Homes,  located  at  or  near  Boise,  Idaho. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either 
Boise,  Idaho  or  Portland,  Oreg. 

No.  MC  128573  (Sub-No.  9) ,  filed  De- 
cember  20,  1976.  Aj^licant:  BARNETT 
TRUCJK  LINE,  INC.,  3404  Wheat  St., 
Kinston,  N.C.  28501.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  James  B.  Barnett  (Same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Agricultural  limestone,  from  Bote¬ 
tourt  County,  Va.,  to  points  in  North 
Carolina  on  and  east  of  U.S.  Highway 
301. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Raleigh, 
N.C. 

No.  MC  133095  (Sub-No.  131),  filed 
December  23,  1976.  Applicant:  TEXAS- 
CONTINENTAL  EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  434,  2603  Euless  Blvd.,  Euless,  Tex. 
76039.  Applicant’s  representative:  A.  J. 
Swanson.  P.O.  Box  81849,  Lincoln,  Nebr. 
68501.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Pool,  bil¬ 
liard,  and  game  tables,  amusement  de¬ 
vices  and  games,  accessories,  parts, 
equipment,  materials,  and  supplies  (ex¬ 
cept  commodities  In  bulk) ,  between 
CTalifomia,  Elansas  City  and  Upton,  Mo., 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  United  States  (except 
Alaska  and  Hawaii) . 

Note. — Applicant  holds  contract  carrier 
authority  in  MC  136032  and  suba  thereunder, 
therefore  dual  operations  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  either  Kansas  City, 
Mo.  or  Dallas,  Tex. 

No.  MC  133566  (Sub-No.  70),  filed  De¬ 
cember  13,  1976.  Applicant:  GANGLOEP 
AND  DOWNHAM  TRUCBUNG  CO„ 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  479,  Logansport,  Ind. 
46947.  Applicant’s  representative: 
CTharles  W.  Belnhau^,  Suite  4959,  1 
World  Trade  Center,  New  York,  N.Y. 
10048.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  tranimorting:  (1)  Fro¬ 
zen  foods,  from  the  facilities  of  The  PUls- 
bury  Cfnnpany,  at  or  near  SeelyvlHe, 
Ind^  to  points  In  Arkansas  and  Missis¬ 
sippi;  and  (2)  materials  and  supplies, 
used  In  the  manufacture,  distribution  and 
sale  of  commodities  named  in  (1)  above 
(except  commodities  in  bulk),  from  the 
destination  territories  as  named  In  (1) 
above,  to  the  plantslte  of  The  Pillsbury 
Company,  at  or  near  Sedlyville,  Ind.,  re¬ 
stricted  In  (1)  and  (2)  above  to  the 
transportatiem  of  traffic  originating  at 
the  above  named  origin  points  and  des¬ 
tined  to  the  above  named  destination 
points. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Louisville, 
Ky.,  Indianapolis,  Ind. 

No.  MC  133689  (Sub-No.  99),  filed  De¬ 
cember  10, 1976.  Applicant:  OVERLAND 
EXPRESS,  INC..  719  First  St..  aW..  New 
Brighton,  Minn.  55112.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 


resentative:  Robert  P.  Sack.  P.O.  Box 
6010,  West  St.-Paul,  Minn.  55118.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Such  commodities 
as  are  dealt  in  by  retail  department 
stores  (except  foodstuffs.  Chose  of  un¬ 
usual  value,  Classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods,  commodities  in  bulk, 
and  those  requiring  special  equipment' , 
(1)  from  points  in  Maine,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire,  Vermont,  New  York,  Pennsylvania. 
Massachusetts,  Rhode  Island,  Connecti¬ 
cut,  Delaware,  New  Jersey,  Maryland, 
West  Virginia,  Virginia,  North  Carolina, 
South  Carolina,  Georgia,  Tennessee. 
Kentucky,  and  the  District  of  Columbia, 
to  points  in  Ohio,  Indiana.  Illinois. 
Michigan,  Wisconsin,  Minnesota,  Iowa. 
Missouri,  Kansas,  Nehra^a,  South  Da¬ 
kota,  and  North  Dakota;  and  (2)  from 
points  in  Michigan,  Ohio,  Indiana  and 
Illinois,  to  ix)ints  in  Minnesota,  North 
Dakota,  South  Dakota,  Nebraska,  and 
Kansas,  restricted  In  (1)  and  (2)  above 
to  traffic  originating  at  the  above  named 
origins  and  destined  to  the  facilities  of, 
or  utilized  by.  Gamble  8k(^;mo.  Inc.,  and 
its  divisions  and  subsidiaries  at  the 
above  named  destination  polpts. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Min¬ 
neapolis,  Minn. 

No.  MC  133689  (Sub-No.  100),  filed 
December  20,  1976.  Applicant:  OVER¬ 
LAND  EXPRESa  INC.,  719  First  St., 
S.W.,  New  Biicditon.  Minn.  55112.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  represaitative:  Robert  P.  Scuik, 
P.O.  Box  6010,  West  St  Paul.  Minn. 
55118.  Authority  sought  to  (^>erate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motix:  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transixu-ting:  Meat, 
meat  products,  meat  by-products,  and 
articles  distributed  by  meat  packing¬ 
houses,  as  described  In  Sections  A  and 
C  of  Appoidlx  I  to  the  r^mrt  In  Descrip¬ 
tions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates.  61 
M.C.C.  209  and  766  (exo^  tddes  and 
cfxnmoditles  In  bulk) ,  frmn  the  plantslte 
and  storage  facilities  of  Landy  of  Wls- 
ocmsln.  Inc.,  located  at  or  near  Eau 
CHalre,  Wls.,  to  points  In  Georgia,  Indi¬ 
ana,  Iowa,  Kansas.  Michigan,  Minnesota, 
ItHssourl.  Nebraska,  North  Carolina, 
Ohio,  South  Carolina,  South  Dakota, 
Tennessee,  and  Chicago,  HI.,  restricted 
to  traffic  originating  at  the  above-named 
origin  and  destined  to  the  above-named 
destination  points. 

Note. — ^If  •  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  i^pllcant  requests  it  be  held  at  Min¬ 
neapolis,  Minn. 

No,  MC  134270  (Sub-No.  2)  filed  De¬ 
cember  13, 1976.  Applicant:  M.H.C.  MES¬ 
SENGERS.  INCORPORATED.  31  Vir¬ 
ginia  Avenue,  Carto-et,’  N.J.  08007. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Robert  B. 
Pepper,  168  Woodbrldge  Avenue,  Hleh- 
land  Park,  N.J.  08904.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Pharmaceutical  products  {except  In 
bulk),  between  points  In  Middlesex  and 
S(xnerset  Counties,  N  J.,  on  the  (me  hnnd, 
an(t  on  the  other  Baltlmcm,  Md..  points 
In  Bnmx,  Brooklyn,  Ckdumbla,  Dutchess, 
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Greene,  Nassau,  New  York,  Orange,  Put¬ 
nam,  Queens,  Richmond,  Rockland,  Suf¬ 
folk,  Sullivan,  Ulster,  and  Westchest«r 
Counties,  N.Y,,  points  in  Connecticut, 
Delaware,  Massachusetts,  the  District  of 
Coliunbia,  and  points  in  that  part  of 
Pennsylvania  east  of  the  Susquehanna 
River. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  lit  be  held  at  either 
Newark,  N.J.  and  New  York,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  134286  (Sub-No.  16) ,  filed  De¬ 
cember  13,  1976.  Applicant;  ILLINI  EX¬ 
PRESS,  INC.,  Box  1564,  Sioux  City,  Iowa 
51102.  AM>llcant’s  representative: 
Charles  J.  Kimball,  350  Capitol  Life  Qen- 
ter,  1600  Sherman  Street,  Denver,  Colo. 
80203.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Foods, 
food  products,  food  ingredients,  animal 
foods,  animal  food  ingredients  and  meat 
by-products  (except  in  bulk),  (1)  from 
the  warehouses  of  Beatrice  Poods  Co., 
located  at  Scranton.  Pa.,  and  at  or  near 
AUentown,  Pa.,  to  points  in  Connecticut, 
Delaware,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Kentucky, 
Maine,  Maryland,  Massachusetts,  Michi¬ 
gan.  New  Hampshire.  New  Jersey,  New 
York,  North  Carolina,  Ohio,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  Rhode  Island,  Vermont,  Virginia, 
West  Virginia,  and  the  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia,  restricted  to  the  transportation  of 
traffic  originating  at  the  warehouse  of 
Beatrice  Poods  Co.,  located  at  Scranton, 
Pa.,  and  at  or  near  Allentown,  Pa.,  and 
destined  to  the  named  destination  states; 
and  (2)  from  points  in  Connecticut, 
Delaware,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Kentucky, 
Maine,  Maryland.  Massachusetts,  AOchl- 
gan.  New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New 
York,  North  Carolina,  Ohio,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  Rhode  Island.  Vermont,  Virginia, 
West  Virginia,  and  the  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia,  to  the  warehouses  of  Beatrice  Poods 
C3o.,  located  at  Scranton,  Pa.,  and  at  or 
near  Allentown.  Pa.,  restricted  to  the 
movement  of  traffic  originating  In  the 
named  origin  states  and  destined  to  the 
warehouses  of  Beatrice  Poods  Co.,  lo¬ 
cated  at  Scranton,  Pa.,  and  at  or  near 
Allentown,  Pa. 

Note. — a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  appUcant  requests  it  be  held  at  Phila¬ 
delphia.  Pa. 

No.  MC  134477  (Sub-No.  133) .  filed  De¬ 
cember  20,  1976.  Applicant:  SCHANNO 
TRANSPORTATION.  INC.,  5  West  M«i- 
dota  Road,  West  St.  Paul,  Minn.  55118. 
AwUcant’s  representative:  Robert  P. 
Sack,  P.O.  Box  6010,  West  St.  Paul, 
Minn.  55118.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehi¬ 
cle,  over  irregular  rout«,  transporting: 
Sux:h  commodifies  as  are  dealt  In  by  re¬ 
tail  department  stores  (except  food¬ 
stuffs,  those  of  unusual  value,  explo¬ 
sives,  commodities  in  bulk,  household 
goods,  and  those  requiring  special  equip¬ 
ment),  (1)  from  points  in  Connecticut, 
Delaware,  Georgia,  Kentucky,  Maine, 
Maryland,  Massachusetts,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  North 
Carolina,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island. 
South  Carolina,  Tainessee,  Vermont, 
Virginia,  West  Virginia,  and  the  District 


of  Columbia,  to  points  in  Arizona,  Ar¬ 
kansas,  California,  Colorado.  Idaho.  Illi¬ 
nois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Elansas,  Michigan, 
Minnesota,  Missouri.  Montana,  N^ras- 
ka,  Nevada,  New  Mexico.  North  Dakota, 
Ohio,  Oklahoma.  OregOTi,  South  Dakota, 
Texas,  Utah,  Washington,  Wisconsin, 
and  Wyoming;  and  (2)  from  points  In 
Illinois,  Indiana,  Michigan,  Ohio,  and 
Wisconsin,  to  points  in  Colorado,  Kan¬ 
sas,  Minnesota,  Nebraska,  North  Dakota 
Oklahoma.  South  Dakota,  and  Texas,  re¬ 
stricted  in  (1)  and  (2)  above  to  ship¬ 
ments  originating  at  the  above  named 
origins  and  destined  to  the  facilities  of  or 
utilized  by  Gamble  Skogmo,  Inc.  and  its 
divisions  and  subsidiaries  at  the  above 
named  destinations. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  appUcant  requests  that  it  be  held  at 
Minneapolis,  Minn. 

'  No.  MC  134734  (Sub-No.  31)  (Amend¬ 
ment)  filed  September  13,  1976,  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  issue  of 
October  21,  1976,  and  republished  as 
amended  this  issue.  Applicant:  NATION¬ 
AL  TRANSPORTATION.  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
37465,  Omaha,  Nebr.  68137.  Applicant’s 
representative;  Joseph  Winter,  33  North 
LaSalle  St.,  Chicago,  HI.  60602.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting;  Meats,  meat  prod¬ 
ucts  and  meat  by-products,  and  such 
commodities  as  are  used  by  meat  packers 
in  the  conduct  of  their  business  when 
destined  to  and  for  use  by  meat  packers, 
as  set  forth  in  Sections  A  and  D  of  Ap¬ 
pendix  I  to  the  Report  in  Descriptions  in 
Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209 
and  766  (except  hides  and  ctanmodltles 
In  bulk) ,  (a)  from  Searcy.  Ark.,  to  points 
in  the  United  States  (except  Alaska  and 
Hawaii) ;  and  (b)  frcm  Lansing,  HI.,  to 
Searcy,  Ark. 

Note. — ^The  purpose  of  this  republicatlon 
is  to  indicate  applicant’s  filing  as  a  common 
carrier  in  lieu  of  a  contract  carrier.  Applicant 
has  pending  common  carrier  authority  in  No. 
MC  142508  and  suba  thereunder  the  MC 
142508  series.  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  neces¬ 
sary,  the  iqrpllcant  requests  it  be  held  at 
Chicago,  lU. 

No.  MC  134922  (Sub-No.  215),  filed 
December  23.  1976.  Applicant:  B.  J. 
McADAMS,  INC.,  Route  No.  6,  Box  15, 
NOTth  Little  Rock,  Arte.  72118.  AppU- 
cant’s  representative;  Bob  McAdams 
(Same  address  as  applicant).  Authenity 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vrfilcle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting;  Tile  and  such  commodi¬ 
ties  as  are  manufactured  or  distributed 
by  manufacturers  or  distributw’s  of  tUe 
(except  commodities  in  bulk  and  those 
which  because  of  size  and  weight  require 
the  use  of  special  equipment) ,  from 
Glean,  N.Y.,  to  points  in  Arizona,  Cali¬ 
fornia,  Idaho,  Nevada,  New  Mexico,  Ore¬ 
gon,  Texas,  Utah  and  Washington. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  appUcant  requests  it  be  held  at  either 
Little  Rock,  Ark.,  or  Philadelphia,  Pa. 

No.  MC  134922  (Sub-No.  218) ,  filed  De¬ 
cember  20,  1976.  Applicant:  B.  J. 

McADAMS.  INC.,  Route  6,  Box  15,  North 


Little  Rock,  Ark.  72118.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Bob  McAdams  (Same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Hand  and  power  lawn  mowers  and 
parts,  garden  cultivators  and  parts, 
black  boards  and  bulletin  boards  and 
such  commodities  as  are  dealt  in  or  dis¬ 
tributed  by  .lawn  and  garden  stores,  from 
the  plantsites  and  storage  facilities  of 
Great  States  Corporation,  located  at  or 
near  Muncie  and  Shelbyville,  Ind.,  to 
points  in  Arizona,  California,  Colorado, 
Nevada,  New  Mexico,  Oregon,  Utah,  and 
Washington, 

Note. — If  a  heartng  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at 
either  LitUe  Rock,  Ark.  or  Indianapolis,  Ind. 

No.  MC  136008  (Sub-No.  80) .  filed  De¬ 
cember  15.  1976.  AiHJllcant:  JOE 

BROWN  COMPANY.  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
1669,  Ardmore,  Okla.  73401.  Applicant’s 
representative:  G.  'Timothy  Ar^trong, 
6161  North  May  Avenue,  Timbergate  Of¬ 
fice  Gardens,  Suite  200,  Oklahoma  Cfity, 
Okla.  73112.  Authority  sougdit  to  cer¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehi-  ‘ 
cle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
(1)  Fly  ash  between  points  in  Arkansas, 
Missouri,  Oklahoma,  and  Texas,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Alabama;  and  (2)  sand,  from  points  in 
Oklahoma  and  Texas  to  points  In  Ala¬ 
bama. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requesta  it  be  hrid  at  either 
Oklahoma  City,  CMcla..  or  DaUaa,  Tex. 

No.  MC  136553  (Sub-No.  44) ,  filed  De¬ 
cember  15,  1976.  Applicant:  ART  PAPE 
TRANSFER,  INC.,  1080  East  12th  Street. 
Dubuque,  Iowa  52001.  Applicant's  repre¬ 
sentative:  James  M.  Hodge,  1980  Finan¬ 
cial  Center,  Des  Moines.  Iowa  50309.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Pallets,  pallet  parts, 
and  materials  used  in  the  manufacture 
of  pallets,  (1)  from  Dubuque,  Iowa,  to 
points  in  Indiana,  Michigan,  and  Ne¬ 
braska,  (2)  from  Wautoma.  Wls.,  to 
points  In  Hllnols,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Michi¬ 
gan,  and  Minnesota;  and  (3)  from  Mar¬ 
cell,  Minn.,  to  points  In  Hllnols  and  Iowa. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  tt  be  held  at  St.  Paul. 
Minn. 

No.  MC  136952  (Sub-No.  5) ,  filed  De¬ 
cember  15,  1976.  Applicant:  ADAMIC 
TRUCKING.  INC.,  15522  Rider  Road, 
Burton,  Ohio  44201.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Lewis  S.  Witherspoon,  88  East 
Broad  Street,  Suite  930,  Columbus.  Ohio 
43215.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  ,  Plastic 
horticultural  trays  and  plastic  insert 
trays,  from  Sandusky,  Ohio,  to  points  in 
Connecticut,  Florida,  Georgia,  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  North 
Carolina,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island, 
and  Texas,  under  a  continuing  contract, 
or  contracts,  with  F\)ster-Grant  Co.,  Inc. 

Note. — s  hearing  la  deemed  neceeaary. 
the  applicant  requesta  tt  be  held  at  either 
Cleveland  or  Toledo,  Ohio. 
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No.  MC  138157  (Sub-No.  33) ,  filed  De¬ 
cember  13,  1976.  Applicant:  SOUTH¬ 
WEST  EQUIPMENT  RENTAL.  INC., 
doing  business  as  SOUTHWEST  MOTOR 
FREIGHT,  2931  South  Market  Street, 
Chattanooga.  Tenn.  37410.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Patrick  K  Quinn,  P.O. 
Box  82028,  Lincoln,  Nebr.  68501.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irr^ular 
routes,  transporting:  Materials,  equip¬ 
ment,  and  supplies  used  in  the  manufac¬ 
ture  and  distribution  of  lighting  flxtiucs, 
from  points  in  the  United  States  (except 
Alaska  and  Hawaii),  to  the  plantsites  of 
the  Lithonia  Lighting  Division  of  Na¬ 
tional  Service  Industries,  Inc.  located  at 
or  near  Conyers  and  Cochran,  Ga.  and 
Crawfordsville,  Ind.,  restricted  to  traffic 
destined  to  the  plantsite  of  Lithonia 
Lighting  Division  of  National  Service 
Industries,  Inc.,  located  at  or  near  Con¬ 
yers  and  Cochran,  Ga.  and  Crawfords¬ 
ville,  Ind.,  and  further  restricted  against 
the  transportation  of  commodities  In 
bulk.  , 

Notk. — Applicant  holds  contract  carrlw 
authority  In  MC  134150  and  subs  thereunder, 
th^efore  dual  operations  may  be  Involved. 
Common  control  may  be  Involved.  If  a  hear¬ 
ing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  applicant  re¬ 
quests  it  be  held  at  Atlanta,  Oa. 

No.  MC  138404  (Sub-No.  9) ,  fUed  De¬ 
cember  28,  1976.  Applicant:  DALE 

FOWLER  AND  MERLE  THRAPP,  doing 
business  as  D  &  M  TRANSPORT,  P.O. 
Box  38,  Spragueville,  Iowa  52074.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Dale  Fowler  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Steel  paving  joint  roadway, 
from  Maquoketa,  Iowa,  to  points  In  Ala¬ 
bama,  Colorsido,  Connecticut,  Delaware. 
Florida.  Georgia,  Louisiana,  Maine, 
Maryland,  Massachusetts,  Mississippi, 
New  Hampshire.  New  Jersey,  New  York, 
North  Carolina,  North  Dakota,  Rhode 
Island,  South  Carolina,  South  Dakota, 
Tennessee,  Vermont,  Virginia  and  the 
District  of  Columbia;  and  (2)  materials, 
used  In  the  manufacture  of  (1)  above 
from  points  in  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa  and 
Minnesota  to  Maquoketa,  Iowa. 

Non. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C. 

No.  MC  138522  (Sub-No.  4) ,  filed  De¬ 
cember  13.  1976.  Applicant:  R.  G.  STAN- 
KO  EXPRESS.  INC.,  2605  North  Seventh 
St.,  Bat  127,  (jering,  Nebr.  69341.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Bradford  E.  Klst- 
ler,  P.O.  Box  82028,  Lincoln,  Nebr.  68501. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transp>orting:  (1)  Meats,  meat 
products,  meat  by-products,  and  articles 
distributed  by  meat  packinghouses,  as 
described  in  Sections  A  and  C  of  Appen¬ 
dix  I  to  the  report  in  Description  in  Mo¬ 
tor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209 
and  766,  from  the  facilities  of  Glasgow 
Packing  Company,  d/b/a  Nebraska  Beef 
Packers,  at  or  near  Glasgow,  Mont.,  to 
points  in  the  United  Stat^  (except 
Alaska  and  Hawaii) ;  and  (2)  such  com¬ 


modities,  as  are  used  by  meat  packers  in 
the  conduct  of  their  business,  from 
points  in  the  United  States  (except 
Alaska  and  Hawaii),  to  the  facilities  of 
Glasgow  Packing  Company,  d/b/a  Ne¬ 
braska  Beef  Packers,  at  or  near  Glasgow, 
Mont.,  restricted  to  a  transportation 
service  to  be  performed  under  a  continu¬ 
ing  contract,  or  contracts,  with  Glas¬ 
gow  Packing  Company,  d/b/a  Nebraska 
Beef  Packers ;  Stanko  Packing  Com¬ 
pany,  d/b/a  Nebraska  Beef  Packers;  and 
Nebraska  Beef  Packers  Co. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Scottsblufl, 
Nebr. 

No.  MC  138732  (Sub-No.  6)  (Amend¬ 
ment),  filed  August  12,  1976,  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  issue  of  Septem¬ 
ber  23,  1976,  and  republished  this  issue. 
Applicant:  OSTERKAMP  TRUCKING 
INC.,  1049  North  Glassell  Street,  Orange, 
Calif.  92667.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Michael  Eggleton.  764  North  C3T>ress 
Street,  Orange,  CJalif.  92667.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Soil  amendments,  lumber, 
lumber  products,  and  bark,  from  the 
plantsites  of  Kaibab  Industries,  Inc.,  lo¬ 
cated  at  Fredonia  and  Payson,  Arlz.,  and 
Panguitch,  Utah,  to  points  in  Arizona, 
California,  Colorado,  Nevada,  New  Mex¬ 
ico,  and  Utah. 

Note. — purpose  of  this  republication 
is  to  indicate  applicants  requests  for  contract 
carrier  author!^  In  lieu  of  common  car¬ 
rier  authority  as  previously  published.  Ap¬ 
plicant  holds  contract  carrier  authority  In 
MC  133928.  and  If  the  authority  is  granted 
the  certificate  would  be  Issued  under  the  MC 
133928  series.  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  neces¬ 
sary,  the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at 
either  Phoenix,  Arlz.  or  Loe  Angeles,  Calif. 

No.  MC  138750  (Sub-No.  11).  filed  De¬ 
cember  13,  1976.  Applicant:  W.  F.  BAR- 
THELME,  doing  business  as  W.  F.  BAR- 
THELME  DIST.  CO.,  1602  North  Broad¬ 
way.  Pittsburg,  Kans.  66762.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Laurel  D.  McCJlellan, 
P.O.  Box  478,  430  North  7th,  Fredonia, 
Kans.  66736.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
(1)  Malt  beverages,  in  conetalners,  and 
related  advertising  and  promotional  sup¬ 
plies,  from  Newport,  to  Pittsburg, 
Kans.;  and  (2)  empty  malt  beverage  con¬ 
tainers  and  shipping  pallets,  from  Pitts¬ 
burg,  Kans.,  to  Newport,  Ky.,  under  con¬ 
tract  with  S&S  Distributing  Company. 

Note. — Common  contzxfi  may  be  involved 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  It  be  held  at  either  Kansas  City 
or  Wichita,  Kans.;  or  Tulsa,  Okla. 

No.  MC  138752  (Sub-Nq.  6),  filed 
December  30,  1976.  Applicant:  BEAU- 
FERD  SCHMIDT,  P.O.  Box  107,  421  N. 
81  By-pass,  McPherson,  Kans.  67460.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Eugene  W. 
Hiatt,  308  Casson  ^oildlng,  603  Topeka 
Blvd.,  Topeka,  Kans.  66603.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Poljncrethane  foam,  be¬ 
tween  (Council  Bluffs,  Iowa,  and  Newton, 


Kans.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Arkansas.  Colorado, 
Kansas,  Missouri.  Oklahoma  and  Texas, 
under  a  continuing  contract,  or  con¬ 
tracts,  with  Future  Foam,  Inc. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  reque.sts  that  it  be  held  at 
Topeka  or  Wichita,  Kans.  or  Kansas  Cfty, 
Mo. 

No.  MC  139336  (Sub-No.  ID,  filed  De¬ 
cember  13,  1976.  Applicant:  TRAN- 
STATES,  INC.,  3216  Westminster,  Santa 
Ana,  Calif.  92703.  Applicant’s  represen¬ 
tative:  David  P.  (Christianson,  606  South 
Olive.  Suite  825,  Los  Angeles,  Calif. 
90014.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Lavator¬ 
ies,  toilets,  bathtub  and  waU  surrounds, 
vanity  cabinets  and  washbasins  in  spe¬ 
cially  designed  equipment  and  materials, 
supplies  and  equipment  utilized  in  the 
manufacture  of  lavatories,  toilets,  bath¬ 
tub  and  wall  surrounds,  vanity  cabinets 
and  washbasins,  between  Orange  County, 
Calif.,  on  the  one  hand.  and.  on  the 
other,  points  in  the  United  States  (ex¬ 
cept  Alaska  and  Hawaii)  under  a  con¬ 
tinuing  contract,  or  contracts,  with 
Kimstock,  Inc. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  appUcant  requests  It  be  held  at  Los 
Angeles,  Calif. 

No.  MC  139495  (Sub-No.  187),  filed 
December  17,  1976.  Applicant:  NATION¬ 
AL  CARRIERS.  INC.,  1501  East  8th 
Street,  P.O.  Box  1358,  Liberal,  Kans. 
67901.  Applicant’s  representative:  Her¬ 
bert  Alan  Dubln,  1819  H  Street,  N.W., 
Suite  1030,  Washington,  D.C,  20006. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Floor  cor- 
erings  and  materials  and  supplies  used  in 
the  installation  of  floor  coverings,  from 
Greenville  and  Landrum,  S.C.,  and  Lyer- 
ly,  Ga.,  to  points  in  New  York  and  Penn¬ 
sylvania. 

Note. — ^Applicant  holds  contract  carrier 
authority  in  MC  133106  and  subs  thereunder, 
therefore  dual  operations  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  139713  (Sub-No.  3),  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  3,  1977.  AwiUcant:  DONALD  M. 
NASS,  doing  business  as  DON  NASS 
TRUCKING.  136  High  Street,  Box  299, 
Clinton,  Wis.  53525.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Richard  A.  WesOey,  4506  Re¬ 
gent  Street,  Suite  100,  Madison,  Wis. 
53705.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Canned 
goods,  from  the  plantsites  and  ware¬ 
house  facilities  of  (Jconomowoc  Canning 
Company  located  at  or  near  Poynetto 
and  Waunakee,  Wis.,  to  points  in  ABs- 
souri  and  points  in  Illinois  (except  points 
in  Boone,  Ctook,  De  Kalb,  DuPage,  Grun¬ 
dy,  Kane,  E^ankakee,  Kendall,  Lake, 
McHenry  and  Will  Counties) . 

Note. — If  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary, 
the  iq)pllcant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Madison  or  Milwaukee,  Wis.,  or  Chicago,  HL 
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No.  MC  139850  (Sub-No.  8) ,  filed  De¬ 
cember  22, 1976.  Applicant:  POUR  STAB 
TRANSPORTATION.  INC.,  301-12  Park 
Building,  Council  Bluffs,  Iowa  51501.  Ap> 
plicant’s  representative:  Scott  E.  Daniel, 
P.O.  Box  82028,  Lincoln,  Nebr.  68501.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Meats,  meat  prod¬ 
ucts  and  meat  by-products  and  articles 
distributed  by  meat  packinghouses,  as 
described  in  Sections  A  and  C  of  Appen¬ 
dix  I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in 
Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209 
and  766  (except  hides  and  commodities 
in  bulk) ,  from  the  plantsite  and  storage 
facilities  utilized  by  American  Beef  Pack¬ 
ers,  Inc.,  located  at  or  near  Omaha,  Nebr., 
and  Oakland,  Iowa,  to  points  in  Alabama, 
Florida,  Georgia,  Illinois,  Louisiana, 
Massachusetts,  Mississippi,  New  Jersey, 
New  York,  North  Carolina,  Pennsylvania, 
South  Carolina,  and  Tennessee,  restricted 
to  traffic  originating  at  the  named  ori¬ 
gins  and  destined  to  the  named  destina¬ 
tions. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  nece&sary, 
the  applicant  requests  that  it  be  held  at 
Omaha,  Nebr. 

No.  MC  139973  (Sub-No.  13),  filed  De¬ 
cember  23,  1976.  Applicant:  J.  H.  WARE 
TRUCKING,  me.,  P.O.  Box  398,  909 
Brown  Street,  Pulton,  Mo.  65251.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Larry  D.  Knox, 
900  Hubbell  Building,  Des  Moines,  Iowa 
50309.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Vacuum  cleaners,  vacuum  cleaner  bags, 
floor  polishers,  and  parts  for  vacuum 
cleaners,  vacuum  cleaner  bags,  and  floor 
polishers,  from  Bristol,  Va.,  to  Des 
Moines,  Iowa,  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  Ham¬ 
mond,  Ind.,  Memphis,  Tenn.,  Dallas,  Tex. 
and  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah,  (2)  vacuum 
cleaners,  from  Old  Greenwich,  Conn.,  to 
Des  Moines,  Iowa,  Kansas  City.  Mo., 
Hammond,  Ind.,  Memphis,  Tenn.,  Port¬ 
land,  Oreg.,  Dallas,  Tex.,  ^t  Lake  City, 
Utah,  Los  Angeles  and  Dale  City,  Calif., 
(3)  plastic  braid,  from  Maryville,  Mo., 
to  Trenton,  N.J.;  and  (4)  pvlpboard,  from 
Steubenville,  Ohio,  to  Bristol,  Va. 

Note. — Applicant  seeks  by  this  application 
to  cemvert  contract  carrier  authority  In  MC 
138375  (Subs  13,  14  and  15)  to  common  car¬ 
rier  authority.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  neces¬ 
sary,  the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at 
either  Hartford,  Conn,  or  Boston,  Mass. 

No.  MC  141033  (Sub-No.  18) ,  filed  De¬ 
cember  22,  1976.  Applicant:  CONTINEN¬ 
TAL  CONTRACT  CARRIER  CORP., 
15045  E.  Sale  Lake  Avenue,  P.O.  Box  1257, 
City  of  Industry,  Calif.  91749.  Awilicant’s 
representative:  R.  A.  Peterson,  P.O.  Box 
81849,  Lincoln,  Nebr.  68501.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irr^ular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Carpet  tacking  rims 
and  strips,  materials,  supplies  and  equip¬ 
ment  utilized  in  the  Installation  and 
maintenance  of  floor  coverings,  carpet, 
and  carpet  tacking  rims  and  strips,  and 
tools,  adhesives  and  sealants,  floor  mats 
and  runnners,  and  cove  base;  and  (2) 
woodtDorking  machinery,  when  moving 


in  mixed  shipments  with  the  commodi¬ 
ties  specified  in  (1)  above,  fnxn  the 
plantsite  of  Roberts  Consolidated  Indus¬ 
tries,  located  at  City  of  Industry,  Calif., 
to  the  plantsite  of  Roberts  Consolidated 
Industries,  located  in  Piqua,  Ohio. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  contract  carrier 
authority  In  MC  124796  and  subs  thereunder, 
therefore  dual  operations  may  be  Involved. 
Cohunon  control  may  also  be  Involved.  If  a 
hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  either  Los  Aneeles 
Calif,  or  Dayton,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  142290  (Sub-No.  2) ,  filed  De¬ 
cember  23,  1976.  Applicant:  JERNIGAN 
TRUCKING  COMPANY,  INC.,  Route  1, 
Box  141,  Seffner,  Fla.  33584.  Applicant’s 
representative:  M.  Craig  Massey,  202 
East  Walnut  Street,  P.O.  Drawer  J,  Lake¬ 
land,  Fla.  33802.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Clinker,  between  Tampa  and  Fort  Man¬ 
atee,  Fla.,  under  a  continued  contract  or 
contracts  with  National  Portland  Cement 
Company  of  Florida,  Inc. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Tampa, 
Fa. 

No.  MC  142456  (Sub-No.  3).  filed  De¬ 
cember  27,  1976,  Applicant:  ED  WALK¬ 
ER,  doing  business  as  PRESSONS  DE¬ 
LIVERY  SERVICE,  399  North  Main 
Street,  Mansfield,  Ohio  44903.  Applicant’s 
representative:  John  L.  Alden,  1396  West 
Fifth  Avenue,  Columbus,  Ohio  43212. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Such  commod¬ 
ities  as  are  dealt  in  by  retail  department 
stores,  from  Chicago,  Bl.,  and  Mansfield, 
Ohio,  to  points  in  Indiana,  Kentucky, 
Michigan,  Pennsylvania,  and  West  Vir¬ 
ginia;  and  (2)  materials  and  supplies, 
from  Kentucky,  Michigan,  Pennsylvania, 
and  West  Virginia,  to  the  facilities  of  the 
shippers  located  at  Chicago,  HI.,  under 
continuing  contract  or  contracts  with 
Aldens,  Inc.,  and  Spiegel,  Inc. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Clolumbus  or  Cleveland,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  142535,  filed  December  7,  1976. 
Applicant:  I-T-L  TRUCKING  LTD.,  a 
Corporation,  Salisbury  Road,  P.O.  Box 
5000,  Moncton,  New  Brunswick,  Canada 
EIC  8R2.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Gordon  Chapman  (same  address  as  ap¬ 
plicant)  .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Expand¬ 
able  shale  (aggregate) ,  in  bulk.  In  dump 
vehicles,  from  the  piort  of  entry  on  the 
International  Boundary  line  between  the 
United  States  and  Canada,  located  at  or 
near  Houlton,  Maine,  to  points  In  Maine, 
under  a  continuing  contract,  or  con¬ 
tracts,  with  Avon  Aggregates  Limited, 
Minto,  New  Brunswick,  Canada. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Portland  c»r  Bemgor,  Maine. 

No.  MC  142608  (Sub-No.  1) ,  filed  De¬ 
cember  20,  1976.  AppUcant:  ASCENZO 
BROTHERS,  INC.,  535  Brush  Avenue, 
Bronx,  N.Y.  10465.  Applicant’s  repre- 


f 

tentative:  John  L.  Alfano,  550  Mamaro-  l 

neck  Avenue,  Harrison,  N.Y.  10528.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Iron  and  steel  and 
iron  and  steel  articles,  as  described  in 
Appendix  V  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 

209,  between  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  1 

Connecticut,  New  Jersey  and  New  York, 
under  a  continuing  contract  or  contracts 
with  Interstate  Iron  &  Supply  Co.;  G.  A. 

Feld  Co.,  Inc.;  and  Paragon  Steel  Corp.  ■ 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  • 

the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  New 
York,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  142713,  filed  November  26, 

1976.  Applicant:  PETER  GOLDING, 
doing  business  as  SEVEN  BROTHERS 
TRUCKING  CO.,  1055  Highland  Ave¬ 
nue,  Needham,  Mass.  02194.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Jeremy  A.  Stahlin,  294 
Washington  Street,  Boston,  Mass.  02108. 
Authority  sought  to  («)erate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Fluorescent-lamps 
and  lighting  fixtures,  batteries,  electric 
dry  cell  (except  spent)  rectifiers,  storage 
and  display  racks,  pallets,  boxes,  adver¬ 
tising  matter  and  packing  materials,  be¬ 
tween  Newton,  Mass.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Connecticut, 
Massachusetts,  Rhode  Island,  those 
points  in  that  part  of  New  Hampshire 
soul^h  of  New  Hampshire  Highway  9,  and 
east  of  the  New  Hampshire-Vermont 
State  line  to  Concord,  N.H.  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  202,  located  at  or  near 
HillsbiH'O,  N.H.  to  Its  junction  with 
Maine  Highway  25,  located  at  or  near 
Gorham,  Maine,  thence  over  Maine 
Highway  25  to  Portland,  Maine,  imder  a 
continuing  contract,  or  ccmtracts  with 
General  Electric  Company,  Lamp  Busi¬ 
ness  Division. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either 
Boston,  Mass.,  Providence,  R.I.,  or  Hartford, 

Conn. 

No.  MC  142731  (Sub-No.  2),  filed  De¬ 
cember  20,  1976.  Applicant:  WESLEY  J. 
W<X>DARD,  doing  business  as 
W<X)DARD  TRUCKING,  602  West 
Coldren,  Oberlin,  Kans.  67749.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative;  Erie  W.  Francis, 

719  Capitol  Federal  Bldg.,  Topeka,  Elans. 

66603.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Dry  proc¬ 
essed  feed  and  feed  ingredients,  fr<wi  the 
plantsite  of  Cai^Hl.  Inc.  located  at 
McCook,  Nebr.,  to  points  in  Kansas  on 
and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  183  and  to 
points  in  Colorado  on  and  north  of  U.S. 
Highway  50. 

Note. — ^If  s  hearing  is  deemed  neces-sary. 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either 
Lincoln  or  Omaha,  Nebr.  or  Denver,  Colo. 

No.  MC  142791,  filed  December  20, 

1976.  Applicant:  GEORGE  PRYSLAK, 
doing  business  as  PRYSLAK  TRUCK¬ 
ING.  P.O.  Box  101,  Great  Meadows.  N.J. 

07838.  Applicant’s  representative:  Robert 
B.  Pepper.  168  Woodtuddge  Avmue, 
Highland  Park,  N.J.  08904.  Authority 
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sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Confectionery,  and  mate- 
rails  and  supplies  used  In  connectlCQ 
therewith  (except  in  bulk) ,  between 
Hackettstown,  on  the  (me  hand, 

and,  on  the  other,  f^iladelphla,  Pa„  and 
points  in  the  New  York,  N.Y,  Commercial 
Zone  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
under  a  ccmtinulng  contract,  (u*  c(m- 
tracts,  with  M&M/Mars,  Divlslcm  of 
Mars,  Inc. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either 
Newark,  NJ.  or  New  York,  N.Y, 

No.  MC  142792,  filed  December  23, 
1976.  AppUcant:  DENNIS  L  OLSON, 
doing  business  as  TWO  WAY  TRUCK¬ 
ING,  No.  4  Ginger  Cove  Road,  Valley, 
Nebr.  68064.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Arlyn  L.  Westergren.  Suite  530,  Unlvac 
Building,  7100  West  Center  Road, 
Omaha,  Nebr.  68106.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Edible  pork  fat  (except  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles),  from  Detroit,  Mich., 
to  the  plantsite  and  facilities  utilized  by 
Midwest  Ekllble  Oil  Company  located  at 
or  near  Waterloo,  Nebr.;  and  (2)  in¬ 
edible  animal  feed  ingredients  (except 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles),  frcnn  the 
plantsite  and  facilities  utilized  by  Wahoo 
By-Products,  Inc.  located  at  or  near 
Wah<x>,  Nebr.,  to  points  in  Illinois,  Iowa, 
Kansas,  Missouri,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania 
and  Wisconsin,  restricted  in  (1)  and  (2) 
above  to  trafBc  originating  at  the  named 
origins  and  destined  to  the  named  states. 

Note. — a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  appUcant  requests  it  be  held  at  Omaha, 
Nebr. 

Passenger  Applications 

No.  MC  946  (Sub-No.  6) ,  filed  Decem¬ 
ber  13,  1976.  AppUcant;  FERDINAND 
ARRIGONI,  me..  3320  Hutchinson  Ave¬ 
nue,  Bronx,  N.Y.  10475.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Samuel  B.  Zinder,  98  Critter 
MIU  Road.  Great  Neck,  N.Y.  11021.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Passengers,  in  spe¬ 
cial  operations,  beginning  and  ending  in 
the  Borough  of  the  Bronx.  N.Y.  and  ex¬ 
tending  to  the  New  Jersey  Expedition 
Authority  Sports  Complex  locaticm  at  or 
near  East  Rutherford.  N.J. 

Note. — It  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  New 
York,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  54591  (Sub-No.  9),  filed  De¬ 
cember  17,  1976.  AppUcant:  SOUTH¬ 
EASTERN  TRAILWAYS,  mc..  P.O.  Box 
1207,  Indianapolis.  Ind.  46206.  AppU- 
cant’s  representative:  Edward  G.  Villa- 
Ion,  1032  Pennsylvania  Building.  Penn¬ 
sylvania  Ave.  and  13th  St.,  N.W,,  Wash- 
Ingtcm.  D.C.  20004.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Passengers  and  their  baggage,  in 
special  operatiems,  (1)  in  round-trips, 
(a)  from  p<Unts  in  Co(A  County.  HL; 
Allen,  Blackford.  B(x>ne,  Claik.  Clay. 
Clinton.  Dearborn.  Decatur.  Delaware. 
Franklin,  Hamilton,  Haneexik,  Hen¬ 


dricks,  Henry,  Howard,  Huntington,  Jay, 
Jrffersem,  Jennings,  Johnson,  Lake,  La- 
Porte,  Madison.  Marltm,  Miami,  Porter, 
Pulaski.  Putnam,  Ripley,  Rush,  Scott, 
Shelby,  Starke,  Tippecanoe,  Tipton,  Vigo, 
Wabash.  Wells,  White,  and  Whitley 
Counties,  Ind.;  HamUton  County,  Ohio; 
Anderson,  Bo<me,  Boyle,  Campbell, 
Franklin,  Grant,  Jefferson,  Kenton, 
Laurel,  Lincoln,  Mercer,  Owen,  Rock¬ 
castle,  and  Whitley  Counties,  Ky.;  and 
Anderson,  Campbell,  and  Knox  Counties, 
Tenn.,  to  points  In  the  United  States, 
including  Alaska,  but  excluding  HawaU; 
and  (b)  from  the  destination  territory 
in  (l)(a)  above  to  the  origin  points 
named  in  (1)  (a)  above;  and  (2)  in  one¬ 
way  operations,  (a)  from  the  points  in 
the  counties  named  in  (l)(a)  above  to 
points  in  the  United  States,  including 
Alaska,  but  excluding  HawaU;  and  (b) 
from  points  in  the  United  Stat^,  includ¬ 
ing  Alaska,  but  excluding  Hawaii,  to 
points  in  the  counties  named  in  ( 1 )  (a) 
above;  restricted  as  foUows:  the  author¬ 
ity  proposed  in  (2)  (b)  above  Is  limited 
to  those  passengers  or  groups  of  pas¬ 
sengers  who  originated  at  points  in  the 
counties  named  In  (l)(a)  above  and 
whose  transportation  from  the  named 
counties  in  Illinois,  Indiana,  Ohio,  Ken¬ 
tucky  and  Tennessee  was  by  means  other 
than  commercial  motor  vehicle. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary,  the  appU¬ 
cant  requests  that  It  be  held  at  Chicago  or 
Bockford,  BL;  IndianapoUs,  Ind.;  or  Cin¬ 
cinnati,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  66810  (Sub-No.  20),  filed  De¬ 
cember  17,  1976.  AppUcant:  PEORIA- 
R(X:KF0RD  bus  company,  a  Corpo- 
rati<Mi,  1034  Seminary  Street,  Rockford, 
IlL  61101.  AppUcant’s  representative: 
Edward  G.  VUlaton.  1032  Pennsylvania 
BuUding,  Pennsylvania  Avenue  and  13th 
St..  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20004.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  £U5  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Passengers  and 
their  baggage  in  special  (^ratlcms,  (1) 
in  round  trips,  (a)  from  points  in  Jef¬ 
ferson,  Milwaukee.  Rcxik,  Walworth,  and 
Waukesha  Counties.  Wis.,  and  Bureau, 
Cook.  DuPage,  Gnmdy,  LaSaUe,  Lee. 
MarshaU,  McLean,  Ogle,  Peoria,  Put¬ 
nam,  TazeweU,  Will,  Winnebago,  and 
Wocxlford  Counties,  HI.,  to  points  in  the 
United  States,  including  Alaska  but  ex¬ 
cluding  HawaU;  and  (b)  on  return,  fixun 
the  destinatl(xi  territory  named  In 
(1)  (a)  above  to  the  origin  points  named 
in  (1)  (a)  above;  and  (2)  In  one-way  op¬ 
erations,  (a)  from  points  in  the 
counties  in  Illinois  and  Wisc<msin 
named  in  (1)  (a)  above  to  points  In  the 
United  States,  including  Alaska  but  ex¬ 
cluding  HawaU;  and  (b)  from  points  in 
the  United  States,  including  Alaska  but 
excluding  Hawaii,  to  points  In  the 
counties  in  Illinois  and  Wisconsin  named 
in  (l)(a)  above,  restricted  as  foUows: 
the  authority  sought  in  (2)  (b)  above  is 
limited  to  those  pass^gers  or  groups  of 
passengers  who  originated  at  points  in 
the  counties  in  Illinois  and  Wiscemsin 
named  In  (1)  (a)  above  and  whose  trans¬ 
portation  from  the  named  coimties  was 


by  means  other  than  commercial  motor 
vehicle. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 

If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  oeceesary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  that  It  be  held  at  (Chicago  or 
Rockford.  Bl.;  Indianapolis,  Ind.,  or  (hndn- 
natl,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  108780  (Sub-No.  73),  filed  De¬ 
cember  6,  1976.  Applicant:  CXJNTI- 
NENTAL  TRAILWAYS.  INC.,  300  South 
Broadway,  P.O.  Box  730,  Wichita,  Kans. 
67201.  AppUcant’s  representative:  C. 
Zimmerman  (same  address  as  appU¬ 
cant)  .  Authority  sought  to  cerate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
regular  routes,  transporting;  Passengers 
and  their  baggage,  and  express  and 
newspapers  in  the  same  vehicle  with 
passengers,  between  De<»tur,  Bl.,  and 
FuUerton,  HI.:  From  Decatur  over  U.S. 
Highway  51  to  Clinton,  Bl.,  thenc«  over 
Illinois  Highway  54  to  FullerUm,  Bl.  and 
return  over  the  same  route,  serving  aU 
intermediate  points. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  Decatiix, 
Clinton  or  Chicago,  Bl. 

No.  MC  115432  (Sub-No.  6),  filed  De¬ 
cember  17.  1976.  AinUicant:  PAW- 

TUXET  VALLEY  BUS  LINES.  INC., 
76  Industrial  Lane,  West  Warwick, 
R.I.  02893.  AppUcant’s  representative: 
’Thomas  W.  Murrett,  342  North  Main 
Street,  W.  Hartford,  Conn.  06117.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  oii^ate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motca*  v^cle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Passengers  and 
their  baggage,  in  charter  OE>erations,  be¬ 
ginning  and  ending  at  Woons(x:ket.  R.I., 
and  extending  to  points  in  the  United 
States  including  Alaska  and  Hawaii. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  bdd  at  either 
Providence,  RX  or  Boston.  Mass. 

No.  MC  142388  (Sub-No.  1).  filed  De¬ 
cember  23,  1976.  AppUcant:  ’TRANS¬ 
PORT  SECURTTAIRE  ST-PROSPER, 
INC.,  St-Prosper,  Dorchester  County, 
P.Q.  Canswla.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Guy  PoUquln,  580  East  Grande-Allee, 
Rcxim  140,  Quebec.  Canada  GIR  2K3. 
Authority  sou^t  to  cerate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  v^icle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Passengers  and 
their  baggages,  in  specisil  and  charter  op¬ 
erations.  from  ports  of  entry  on  the  In¬ 
ternational  Boundary  line  between  the 
United  States  and  Canada  located  at 
points  in  Maine,  New  Hampshire,  Ver¬ 
mont,  New  York  and  Michigan,  to  points 
in  the  United  States  (except  Alaska  and 
HawaU),  restricted  to  traffic  originating 
at  St-Zacharie,  St-Prosper.  Scott.  St- 
Bemard  in  the  Province  of  Quebec, 
CTanada. 

Note. — If  s  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  ^pllcant  requests  it  be  held  at  C^oncord. 
N.H. 

No.  MC  142530  (Sub-No.  1) .  filed 
December  9,  1976.  Applicant:  PIONEER 
BUS  CORP.,  6093  Strickland  Avenue, 
Bnxiklyn,  N.Y.  11234.  AppUcant's  repre¬ 
sentative:  Samiiel  B.  Zinder,  98  Cutter 
Mill  Road.  Great  Neck,  N.Y.  11021.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
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carrier,  by  motor  v^icle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Passengers  and 
their  baggage,  in  special  operations,  be¬ 
ginning  and  ending  at  Brooklyn,  N.Y„ 
and  extending  to  the  site  of  the  New  Jer¬ 
sey  Sports  and  Expositicm  Authority  lo¬ 
cated  at  or  near  East  Rutherford,  N. J. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appU- 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  New  York,  N.Y. 

Broker  Applications 

No.  MC  130410  (Amendment) ,  filed  Au¬ 
gust  30,  1976,  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  issue  of  October  15,  1976,  and 
republished  as  amended  tills  issue.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  CORPORATE  TRAVEL  SERV¬ 
ICE,  INCORPORATED,  Suite  1202W, 
One  Parkland  Blvd.,  Dearborn,  Mich. 
48126.  Applicant’s  representative:  Joseph 
O.  DiFranco  (same  address  as  applicant) . 
Authority  sought  to  engage  In  operation, 
in  Interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  as  a 
broker  at  Dearborn,  Mic^.,  to  sell  or  offer 
to  sell  the  transportation  of  passengers 
and  their  baggage,  both  as  individuals 
and  in  groups  in  round  trip  sightseeing 
and  pleasure  toins  by  motor  carriers, 
beginning  and  aiding  in  Washtenaw, 
Monroe  and  Waime  Counties,  Mich.,  and 
extending  to  points  in  the  United  States 
and  Canada. 

Note. — ^The  purpose  of  this  republicatlou 
is  (1)  to  include  the  phrase  “in  round-trip 
Bight^ing  and  pleasure  tours”  to  appliccknt’s 
request  for  auttKurity;  and  (2)  to  restrictively 
amend  applicant’s  territorial  request  for  au- 
thcHlty.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the 
appUcant  requests  it  be  held  at  Detroit,  Mich. 

No.  MC  130430,  filed  Deconber  28, 1976. 
Applicant:  Ann  Erdossy  and  Nancy  Ellis, 
a  partnership,  doing  business  as  EX- 
CURSIONAIRE  ASSOCIATES.  3718 
North  Woodrow  Street,  Arlington,  Va. 
22207.  Applicant’s  representative:  Chan¬ 
dler  L.  van  Oiman,  704  Southern  Build¬ 
ing,  Washington,  D.C.  20005.  Authority 
sought  to  engage  in  operation,  in  inter¬ 
state  or  foreign  commerce,  as  a  broker 
at  Arlington,  Va.,  to  sell  or  offer  to  sell 
the  transportation  of  groups  of  passen¬ 
gers  and  their  baggage,  in  round  trip 
escorted  tour  service,  by  motor  carrier,  in 
charter  <H>eratlons,  beginning  and  ending 
at  Arlington,  Va.,  and  extending  to  points 
in  the  United  States  (exca>t  Alaska  and 
Hawaii). 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  appUcant  requests  that  it  be  held  at 
Washington.  D.C. 

No.  MC  130431,  filed  December  16, 
1976.  Applicant:  Joella  A.  Davis,  Craig  S. 
Davis,  and  John  T.  Davis,  a  partnership, 
doing  business  sis  MIDVALE  TRAVEL, 
358  6th  Ave.,  Midvsde,  Utsih  84047.  Ap- 
pllcsmt’s  representative:  Melville  E. 
Qi^cy,  6483  S.  1040  West,  Murray, 
Utah  84107.  Authority  sought  to  engsige 
in  operation,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  as  a  broker  at  Midvale,  Utah, 
to  sell  or  offer  to  sell  the  transportation 
ol  individual  passengers  and  groups  of 
passengers  and  their  baggage,  by  motor, 
lall,  water  smd  air  csirrlers.  beginning 
and  ending  at  Midvale,  Utah,  and  ex¬ 
tending  to  points  in  the  United  States, 
Including  Alsuska  and  HawstU. 


Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  appUcant  requests  that  tt  be  held  at 
either  Midvale  or  Balt  Lake  City,  Utah. 

Finance  Applications 

NOTICE 

The  following  applications  seek  ap¬ 
proval  to  consolidate,  purchase,  merge, 
lease  operating  rights  and  properties,  or 
acquire  control  through  ownership  of 
stock,  of  rail  carriers  or  motor  carriers 
pursuant  to  Sections  5(2)  or  210a(b)  of 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Act. 

An  original  and  two  copies  of  protests 
against  the  granting  of  the  requested  au¬ 
thority  must  be  filed  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  within  30  days  after  the  date  of  this 
Federal  Register  notice.  Such  protest 
shall  comply  with  Special  Rules  240(c) 
or  240(d)  of  the  Commission’s  Cleneral 
Rules  of  Practice  (49  CFR  1100.240)  and 
shall  include  a  concise  statement  of  Pro¬ 
testant’s  interest  in  the  proceeding.  A 
copy  of  the  protest  shall  be  served  con¬ 
currently  upon  applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive,  or  applicant,  if  no  representa¬ 
tive  is  named. 

No.  MC-F-13075.  Authority  sought  by 
Edward  O.  Granger  in.  an  individual 
(no  record) ,  351  Blossom  Hill  Drive,  Lan¬ 
caster,  PA.;  17601,  to  acquire  control  of 
AIRPORT  TRANSPORTATION  SERV¬ 
ICE.  INC.,  112-116  North  Duke  Street. 
York,  PA.  17401,  who  under  Docket  No. 
MC  128019  is  authorized  to  operate  as  a 
general  commodities,  with  exception, 
common  carrier  over  irregular  rout^  be¬ 
tween  points  in  York  Coimty,  Pa.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Philadelphia 
International  Airport,  Philadelphia,  Pa. 
(restricted  to  transportation  in  passenger 
vehicles),  Frioidshlp  International  Air¬ 
port,  Baltimore,  Md.,  Dulles  Interna¬ 
tional  Airport,  New  York,  N.Y.,  La 
Ouardia  Airport,  New  Yoi^  N.Y..  and 
Newark  Airport,  Newark,  N.J..  with  re¬ 
strictions;  and  under  Docket  No.  MC 
129017  is  authorized  to  operate  Passen¬ 
gers  and  their  baggage,  in  special  (H>er- 
ations,  in  non-scheduled  door-to-door 
service,  limited  to  the  transportation  of 
not  more  than  8  passengers  in  any  (me 
vehicle  (not  including  the  driver 
thereof),  as  a  common  carrier  over  Ir- 
r^rular  routes  from  points  in  York 
County.  Pa.,  to  Washington  National 
Airport,  Gravelly  Point,  Va.,  Dulles  In¬ 
ternational  Airport,  Loudoun-Falrfax 
County,  Va.,  J(^  F.  Kennedy  Interna¬ 
tional  Airport  and  La  Guardla  Airport, 
New  York,  N.Y.,  and  Newark  Airport, 
Newark,  N.J.,  with  no  transportation  for 
compensation  on  return  except  as  other¬ 
wise  authorized,  between  points  In  York 
County,  Pa.,  on  the  one  hand,  and.  on  the 
other.  Friendship  International  Airport, 
Baltimore,  Md.,  with  restrictions,  by  the 
purchase  from  Stephen  R.  Kerek,  an  in¬ 
dividual,  109  Riveredge  Drive,  Leola,  Pa., 
17540,  of  his  50%  of  the  stock  in  said 
corporation;  and  for  control  of  KEREK 
AIR  FREIGHT  CORPORATION,  P.O. 
Box  213,  Lancaster,  Pa.  17604. 

Who  under  D(x:ket  No.  MC-127219 
and  subs  thereunder  is  authorized  to 
operate  as  a  general  conmuxlities,  with 
exceptions,  common  carrier  over  irreg¬ 


ular  routes  between  the  Philadelphia  In¬ 
ternational  Airport,  located  in  Phila¬ 
delphia,  Pa.,  and  the  Lancaster  Airport, 
lixiated  in  Manhelm  Township,  Lancas¬ 
ter  County,  Pa.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Lancaster,  York, 
Dauphin,  Cumberland,  Franklin,  and 
Lebanon  Counties,  Pa.,  between  Middle- 
town,  Pa.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Lancaster,  York,  Dau¬ 
phin,  Cumberland,  Franklin,  Lebanon, 
Adams,  Centre,  Clinton,  Columbia, 
Lackawanna,  Lycoming,  Mifflin,  Mon¬ 
tour,  Northumberland.  Berks,  Perry, 
Schuylkill,  and  Snyder  Counties,  Pa., 
between  points  in  Berks  County,  Pa.,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Lan¬ 
caster,  Pa.,  between  points  in  Lancaster, 
Lebanon.  Dauphin,  Cumberland,  Berks, 
Northumberland,  Schuylkill,  and  Mon¬ 
tour  Counties,  Pa.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other.  Friendship  International 
Airport,  Anne  Arundel  Coimty.  Md., 
W^hington  National  Airport,  Gravelly 
Point,  Va.,  Dulles  Internationa  Airport, 
Loudoun  County,  Va.,  John  F.  Kennedy 
International  Airport,  New  York,  N.  Y., 
LaGuardia  Airport,  New  York,  N.Y.,  and 
Newark  Airpoi^  Newark,  NJ.,  with  re¬ 
strictions,  by  virtue  of  the  purchase  by 
KEREK  AIR  FREIGHT  CX>RPORA- 
’nON  of  all  of  the  stock  of  Stephen  R, 
Kerek,  which  now  represents  45%  of  the 
outstsmding  stock.  Said  purchase  will 
vest  100%  of  the  outstanding  capital 
stock  In  Edward  G.  Granger  in  upon  ap¬ 
proval.  No  change  in  the  operating  au¬ 
thority  is  contemplated.  Mr.  Granger 
currently  owns  50%  of  the  stock  of  AIR¬ 
PORT  ’TRANSPORTATTON  SERVICE. 
INC.  and  55%  of  the  stock  in  KEREK 
AIR  FREIGHT  CORPORATION.  Ap¬ 
proval  herein  will  vest  Mr.  Granger  with 
100%  of  the  outstanding  stock  in  both 
corporations.  Applicants’  attorney: 
Christian  V.  Graf,  407  North  Front 
Street,  Harrisburg,  Pa.  17101.  Aimlica- 
tion  has  not  been  filed  for  temporary 
authority  under  section  210a(b). 

No.  MC-P-13085.  Authority  sought  for 
control  by  Joseph  B.  Atkinson,  Jr.,  an 
individual,  (no-record),  P.O.  Box  520 
Blanche  Road,  Cornwells  Heights,  PA. 
19020,  of  SONELL  INC.,  524  Wyndmoor 
Avoiue,  Wyndmoor,  PA.  19118,  and  for 
acquisition  by  Joseidi  B.  Atkinson,  (ff 
Corwells  Heights,  Pa.  19020,  of  control 
of  SONELL,  INC.,  through  the  aciiuisi- 
tion  by  Joseph  B.  Atkinson.  Aimhcants* 
attorney  Maxwell  A.  Howell,  1100 
Investment  Building,  1511  K  Street, 
N.W..  Washington,  D.C.  20005.  Op¬ 
erating  rights  sought  to  be  con¬ 
trolled:  Under  MC  140201  (Pending)  au¬ 
thority  to  transport  paper,  scrap  paper, 
and  materials  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  paper,  as  a  common  car~ 
tier  over  irregular  routes  between  the 
facilities  of  Weyerhaeuser  Company, 
Inc.,  located  at  or  near  Plymouth  and 
Askin,  N.C.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  (Connecticut,  Dela¬ 
ware,  Maryland,  New  Jersey,  New  York, 
Pennsylvania,  and  the  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia,  restricted  (a)  against  the  transpor¬ 
tation  of  commodities  In  bulk,  and  (b) 
to  the  transportatkm  of  shljxnoits  orlg- 
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mating  at  or  destined  to  the  named 
origins.  Joseph  B.  Atkinson,  Jr„  holds 
no  authority  from  this  Commission. 
However,  he  controls  ATKINSON 
FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  who  tmder  MC 
43706  and  subs  thereunder  is  authorized 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier  in  Con¬ 
necticut,  Delaware,  tiie  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia,  Maryland,  New  Jersey,  New 
York,  North  Carolina,  Pennsylvania,  and 
Virginia.  Application  has  not  been  filed 
for  temporary  authority  imder  section 
210a(b). 

No.  MC-P-13086.  Application  under 
Section  5(1)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act  for  approval  of  an  agreement 
between  common  carriers  for  the  pool¬ 
ing  of  service.  Applicants:  SALT  CREEK 
FREIGHTWAYS,  3333  West  Yellow¬ 
stone,  Casper,  Wyoming,  (MC  59856)  and 
James  W.  Parkinson  and  Donna  L.  Park¬ 
inson,  d.b.a.  GLENRCXJK-CASPER 
TRUCK  LINES,  Glenrock,  Wyoming, 
(MG  97445),  seeks  to  enter  into  an 
agreement  for  the  pooling  of  traffic  con¬ 
sisting  of  g^eral  commodities  moving 
in  interstate  commerce  into,  and  out  of, 
Glenrock,  Wyoming,  and  the  Dave  John¬ 
son  Power  Plant,  six  miles  East  of  Glen¬ 
rock,  Wyoming,  Attorney:  John  R. 
Davidson,  Room  805  Midland  Bank 
Building,  Billings,  Montana,  59101. 

Note.— SALT  LAKE  FREIGHTWAYS,  holds 
authority  from  this  Commission  to  oper¬ 
ate  in  California,  Colorado,  Idaho,  Montana, 
South  Dakota,  and  Wyoming. 

No.  MC-P-13088.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  UINTAH  FREIGHTWAYS, 
1030  South  Redwood  Road,  Salt  Lake, 
Utah  84104,  of  a  portion  of  the  operating 
rights  and  properties  of  MOTOR 
CARGO,  845  West  Center,  North  Salt 
Lake,  Utah,  84054,  and  for  acquisition 
by  MAGNA-GARPIELD  TRUCK  LINE, 
a  Utah  Corporation,  and  W.  Claude 
Smith,  both  of  1030  South  Redwood 
Road,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah  84104,  of 
control  of  such  rights  through  the  pur¬ 
chase.  AppUcants’  attorney:  William  S. 
Richards,  P.O.  Box  2465,  Salt  Lake  City, 
Utah  84110.  Operating  rights  sought  to 
be  transferred:  General  commodities, 
with  exceptions  as  a  common  carrier 
over  regular  routes,  between  Salt  Lake 
City.  Utah,  and  the  Utah-Idaho  State 
line,  serving  all  Intermediate  points  and 
serving  the  Ogden,  Utah,  arsenal  and 
points  in  Utah  within  10  miles  of  U.S. 
Highway  89-91  and  U.S.  Highway  91  as 
off -route  points,  between  Brigham  Chty, 
Utah,  and  the  Utah-Idaho  State  line, 
serving  all  Intermediate  points  and  serv¬ 
ing  points  in  Utah  within  10  miles  of 
UB.  Highwf^  191  as  off-route  points,  be¬ 
tween  Jimction  U.S.  Highway  191  and 
SOS.  located  near  Tremonton,  Utah,  and 
the  Utah-Idaho  State  line,  serving  all 
Intermediate  points  and  serving  points 
in  Utah  within  10  miles  of  U.S.  Highway 
SOS,  the  plant  eite  of  the  Thlokol  Chem¬ 
ical  Corporation,  and  all  United  States 
Govemmmit  Installations  located  20 
miles  west  of  Corinne,  Utah,  on  Utah, 
BQghway  83.  as  off -route  points;  salt,  be¬ 
tween  Saltair  and  Doulomlte,  Utah,  serv¬ 
ing  the  Intermediate  points  of  Grants- 
Tille,  Utah,  and  the  Royal  Crystal  Oo. 


and  Morton  Salt  Company  plaint  sites 
and  serving  Lake  Point,  Erda,  aind  Flux, 
Utah,  as  off-route  points  with  restric¬ 
tions;  general  commodities,  with  excep¬ 
tions,  serving  points  in  I^vis,  Weber, 
auid  Box  Elder  Counties,  Utah,  as  off- 
route  points  in  connection  with  carrier’s 
authorized  regular  route  operations,  with 
restrictions. 

Intrastate  authorities:  (a)  to  operate 
as  a  common  motor  cairrier  of  commodi¬ 
ties  generadly,  except  hvestock,  includ¬ 
ing  airplane  pairts,  supplies  and  equip¬ 
ment  in  intrastate  commerce  excluding 
the  transportation  of  household  goods, 
commodities  in  bulk  and  commodities  in 
connection  with  the  transportation  of 
w’hich  because  of  size  or  weight  require 
the  use  of  special  equipment  or  special 
service  in  preparing  said  commodities  for 
shipment,  or  setting  up  after  delivery, 
over  regular  routes  between  Ogden  and 
Salt  Lake  City,  and  to  and  from  all  inter¬ 
mediate  points  and  places  including  off- 
route  points  such  as  Hill  Field,  Ogden 
Arsenal  and  Clearfield  Naval  Supply 
Depot,  (b)  Operate  -as  a  common  car¬ 
rier  by  motor  vehicle  in  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  general  commodities,  including 
explosives,  but  excluding  household 
go^s  as  defined  in  practices  of  motor 
carrier  of  household  goods  in  17  MCC 
467,  commodities  in  bulk  and  cmnmodi- 
ties  in  connection  with  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  which  because  of  size  or  weight 
require  the  use  of  special  equipment  or 
si>ecial  service  in  preparing  said  com¬ 
modities  for  shipment  or  setting  up  after 
delivery:  between  Ogden  on  the  one  hand 
and  the  Utah-Idaho  State  line  at  the 
junctures  of  U.S.  Highways  30S,  191,  and 
91,  on  the  other,  over  U.S.  Highways  Nos. 
30S  89,  91  and  191,  and  all  necessary 
State  Highways,  serving  Salt  Lake  City 
and  all  intermediate  and  off-route  points 
north  of  Salt  Lake  City  within  a  ien- 
mile  radius  of  U.S.  Highways  30S,  89,  91, 
and  191,  and  the  Thiokol  Chemical  Cor¬ 
poration  plant,  and  government  instaUa- 
tions  in  the  same  area  located  on  Utah 
Highway  83  approximately  20  miles  west 
of  Corinne,  Utah  except  no  service  is  au¬ 
thorized  between  a  point  ten  miles  east 
of  Logan  and  the  Utah-Idaho  State  Line 
on  U.S.  Highway  89.  Also,  the  transpor¬ 
tation  of  explosives  between  Salt  Lake 
City,  Utah  and  Ogden,  Utah  and  inter¬ 
mediate  points  such  as  Hill  Air  Force 
Base,  Utah. 

The  authority  described  in  (a)  above 
and  in  this  paragraph  shall  be  operated 
as  a  coordinated  authority  but  to  the 
extent  that  they  duplicate  shall  not  be 
construed  as  conferring  more  than  one 
operating  right,  (c)  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  motor  carrier  in  intrastate  com¬ 
merce  over  regular  routes  in  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  commodities  generally,  ex¬ 
cluding  commodities  in  bulk,  ^from 
junction  of  UB.  Highway  30  and  Utah 
Highway  70  to  the  Utah-Nevada  State 
line,  serving  all  intermediate  and  off- 
route  points  and  return,  (d)  Salt  from 
Saltair,  (Royal  Crystal  Co.  plant  and 
Morton  Salt  Company  Plant)  and  Morton 
Salt  Company  Plant  to  Lake  Point,  Erda, 
Grantsville,  Flux  and  Dolomite,  via  U.S. 
Highway  40  and  engage  in  the  same  (H>- 


eration  on  return.  Vendee  is  authorized 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier  in  Utah. 
Application  has  not  been  filed  for  tem¬ 
porary  authority  imder  section  210aib) . 

No.  MC-F-13094.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  MAISLIN  TRANSPORT  OP 
DELAWARE.  INC.,  7401  Newman  Boule¬ 
vard.  LaSalle,  Quebec,  H8N  1X4  Canada, 
of  the  operating  rights  of  T  &  T  TRANS¬ 
PORT,  INC..  228  Main  Street.  Black- 
stone,  MA.,  01504,  and  for  acquistion  by 
MAISLIN  INDUSTRIES.  LTD.,  7401 
Newman  Boulevard.  LaSalle,  (Quebec, 
Canada,  of  control  of  such  rights 
through  the  purchase.  Applicants’  attor¬ 
neys:  Prank  J.  Weiner,  15  Court  Square. 
Boston,  MA.  02108,  and  James  E.  Ma¬ 
honey.  84  State  Street,  Boston.  MA. 
02109.  Operating  rights  sought  to  be 
transferred:  Under  a  certificate  of  regis¬ 
tration  in  Docket  No.  MC  58627  (Sub- 
No.  1),  covering  the  transportation  of 
general  ccmunodities,  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  in  interstate  commerce,  within  the 
State  of  Massachusetts.  Vendee  is  au¬ 
thorized  to  OF>erate  as  a  common  carrier 
in  Maine,  New  Hampshire,  Vermont, 
Massachusetts.  Connecticut,  Rhode  Is¬ 
land,  New  York,  New  Jersey,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  Delaware,  Maryland,  Virginia,  and 
the  District  of  Columbia.  Application  has 
been  filed  for  temporary  authority  under 
section  2l0a(b). 

Note.— MC  60580  (Sub-No.  33)  Is  a  directly 
related  matter. 

Operating  Rights  Application (s)  Di¬ 
rectly  Related  to  Finance  Proceedings 

notice 

The  following  operating  rights  appli- 
cation(s)  are  filed  in  connection  with 
pending  finance  applications  under  Sec¬ 
tion  5(2)  of  the  Interstate  Ctmunerce  Act. 
or  seek  tecking  and/m*  gateway  elimina¬ 
tion  in  connection  with  transfer  appli¬ 
cations  under  Section  212(b)  of  the  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Act. 

An  original  ,and  two  copies  of  protests 
to  the  granting  of  the  authorities  must 
be  filed  with  the  Commission  within  30 
days  after  the  date  of  this  Federal  Reg-- 
isTER  notice.  Such  protests  idiall  cixnply 
with  Special  Rule  247(d)  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  General  Rules  of  Practice  (49  CFR 
1100.247)  and  Include  a  cimcise  state¬ 
ment  of  Protestant’s  interest  in  the  pro¬ 
ceeding  and  copies  of  its  conflicting  au¬ 
thorities.  Verified  statanents  in  opposi¬ 
tion  should  not  be  tendered  at  this  time. 
A  copy  of  the  protest  shall  be  served  con¬ 
currently  upon  applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive,  or  applicant  if  no  representative  is 
named. 

Each  applicant  states  that  there  will 
be  no  significant  effect  on  the  quality  of 
the  human  aavironment  resulting  from 
approval  of  its  application. 

No.  MC  9268  (Sub-No.  16),  filed  De¬ 
cember  30,  1976.  Applicant:  PACE  MO¬ 
TOR  LINES.  INC.,  132  West  Dudley- 
town  Road,  Bloomfield,  Conn.  06002.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  John  E.  Fay. 
630  Oakwood  Avenue,  West  Hartford, 
Ccmn.  06110.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
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Meats  and  packing  house  products,  from 
New  Haven,  Conn.,  to  Providence  and 
Westerly,  R.L 

Note. — Hie  purpose  of  this  filing  Is  to  eUm* 
Inarte  the  gateway  oi  New  Haven,  Conn,  nila 
is  a  matter  directly  related  to  a  Section  6(3) 
finance  proceeding  in  MC-F-ISOW  published 
in  the  FraEBAL  Registeb  issue  of  January  18, 
1977.  If  a  hearing  is  deoned  necessary,  the 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either  Hart¬ 
ford  or  New  Haven,  Conn. 

No.  MC  14314  (Sub-No.  24) ,  filed  De- 
cember  13,  1976.  Applicant:  DUFF 

TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  Broadway  and  Vine 
Streets,  Uma,  Ohio  45802.  Applicant’s 
representative:  John  P.  Tynan,  167  Palr- 
fidd  Road,  P.O.  Box  1409,  Fairfield,  N.J. 
07006,  Authority  sou^t  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
regular  routes,  transporting:  General 
commodities,  (except  those  of  xmusual 
value,  classes  A  and  B  explosives,  house¬ 
hold  go^  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  commodities 
requiring  special  eqiilpment);  (1)  Be¬ 
tween  Detroit,  Mich.,  and  Tolerdo,  Ohio, 
serving  all  Intermediate  points,  and  serv¬ 
ing  the  off -route  points  in  Wayne  County, 
Mich.:  From  Detroit  over  UJ3.  Highway 
25  to  Toledo,  Ohio,  and  return  over  the 
same  route;  (2)  ^tween  Toledo,  Ohio 
and  Jimction  UH.  Highways  24  and  25, 
north  of  Mcmroe,  Mich.,  serving  no  inter¬ 
mediate  points:  Fr<Mn  Toledo  over  UH. 
Highway  24  to  jimction  UH.  Highway  25, 
north  of  Monroe,  Mich.,  and  return  over 
the  same  route.  The  purpose  of  this  ap¬ 
plication  is  to  ascertain  that  a  part  of 
the  authority  is  being  transferred  with¬ 
out  the  following  restrictions:  The  c^- 
erations  authorized  hereinabove  are  re¬ 
stricted  against  the  transportation  of 
traffic  (1)  originating  at  Detroit,  liOch., 
or  any  point  in  the  Detroit  Commercial 
Zone,  destined  to  Daytim  or  ^rlngfield, 
Ohio,  oe  any  point  In  the  Ckmimercial 
zone  of  Dayton  or  Springfield,  Ohio,  and 
(2)  originating  at  Daytim  or  Sprln^dd, 
Ohio,  or  any  point  in  the  commercial 
zone  of  Dayton  or  Springfield,  C^o,  des¬ 
tined  to  Detroit,  Mich.,  or  any  point  in 
the  Detroit  Commercial  2k>ne. 

(a)  Serving  the  site  of  ttie  Kalser- 
Frazer  Corporation  Plant,  located  at  or 
near  Ypsllantl,  Mldi„  as  an  off-route 
point  In  connection  with  carrier’s  regular 
route  operations  authorized  above;  (b) 
Serving  the  plant  sites  of  the  Padiard 
Motor  Car  Company  and  Chrysler  Corpo¬ 
ration  located  at  or  near  Detroit,  Mich., 
as  off-route  points  in  connection  with 
carrier’s  regular  route  <meratl(ms  be¬ 
tween  Detroit,  Mich.,  and  Toledo,  Ohio, 
authorized  above;  (c)  Serving  the  sites  of 
the  Ford  Motor  Company  plant,  located 
at  the  northeast  Intersection  of  Mound 
Road  and  17-Mile  Road  In  Sterling 
Towns^,  and  Macomb  County,  Mlch„ 
and  locat^  at  the  intersection  of  AHch- 
Igan  Highway  218  (Wixom  Road)  and 
unnumbered  highway  (West  Lake  Drive) 
north  of  the  Interstate  Highway  96 
(formerly  JJJB.  Highway  16),  In  Novi 
Township;' and  Oakland  County,  Mich., 
as  off -route  points  in  connection  with 
carrier’s  regular  route  operations  to  and 
from  Detroit,  Mich.,  and  the  commercial 


z(me  thereof  authorized  above;  and  (d) 
Serving  the  site  of  the  Ford  Motor  Com¬ 
pany  plant  located  near  the  milncoipo- 
rated  village  of  Rawsonvllle,  liCch.,  at  the 
southwest  intersection  of  Textile  and 
McKean  Road,  located  In  Washtenaw 
Coimty,  Mich.,  as  an  off -route  point  In 
connection  with  carrier’s  regular  route 
operations  to  and  from  Detroit,  Mich., 
authorized  above. 

Note. — ^Applicant  has  coucurreutly  filed  a 
Motion  to  Dismiss  on  the  grounds  tbat  It 
presently  holds  the  sought  authority  In  MC 
14314  (Sub-Nos.  18  and  19).  This  Is  a  matter 
Directly  Belated  to  a  section  6(a)  finance 
proceeding  In  MC-P-12909  published  In  the 
Federal  Register  of  August  12, 1976.  Duff  pres¬ 
ently  is  authorized  to  serve  imreetricted  Day- 
ton  and  Springfield,  CHiio,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Pontiac  and 
Wayne  Coimtles,  Mich.,  In  MC  14314  (Sub- 
Nos.  14,  18,  and  19) .  Common  control  may  be 
involved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
appUcant  does  not  specify  a  location. 

No.  MC  105457  (Sub-No.  89) ,  filed  De¬ 
cember  9,  1976.  Applicant;  THURSTON 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  600  J(dmston 
Road,  (Charlotte,  N.C.  28206.  Applicant’s 
r^resentative:  Roland  Rice,  501  Per¬ 
petual  Building.  1111  E  Street,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20004.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  General  commodities  (ex¬ 
cept  those  of  unusual  value.  Classes  A 
and  B  explosives,  household  goods,  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk,  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment),  (1)  between  Mor- 
ganton,  Brookford,  Rhodhiss,  Newton, 
Boone,  Conover.  Charlotte,  N.C.,  and 
pohits  in  that  pi^  of  North  Carolina  (a) 
beginning  at  Boone  along  UJ3.  Highway 
221  to  Blowing  Rock,  thence  over  UJS. 
Highway  321  to  Hickory,  and  thence 
over  UH.  Highway  70  to  Ckmover;  and 
(b)  beginning  at  the  Junction  of  North 
Carolina  Highway  16  and  North  Caro¬ 
lina  Highway  150,  thence  along  North 
Csrolina  Highway  16  to  Charlotte,  cm  the 
one  hand,  and.  mi  the  other,  points  In 
Bradford,  Cameron,  Elk,  McKean,  Pot¬ 
ter,  Tioga,  Warren  and  Lycoming  Coun¬ 
ties,  Pa.;  (2)  between  those  points  de¬ 
scribed  in  the  base  territory  in  (1)  above, 
on  the  <me  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
Easton  and  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  and  points 
in  Jersey;  (3)  between  those  points 
described  in  the  base  territory  in  (1) 
above,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  New  York;  and  (4)  be¬ 
tween  Easton  and  Philadeli^la,  Pa.,  and 
points  in  New  Jersey,  on  the  <me  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  New  York. 

Note. — purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  dim- 
Inate  the  gateways  of  Athens  and  Sayrov  Pa> 
and  those  at  points  In  Bradford,  Cameron. 
wiif,  McKean,  Potter,  'noga,  Warren  and  ly- 
comlng  Counties,  Fa.  This  matter  Is  directly 
related  to  a  Section  6(3)  finance  proceeding 
In  MC-F-13041,  published  In  the  Federal 
Register  Issue  of  December  33,  1976.  Com¬ 
mon  control  may  be  envolved.  If  a  hearing  is 
deemed  neoeesary,  the  applicant  requests  It 
be  held  at  Washtogton,  D.C. 

No.  MC  141364  (Sub-No.  1),  filed  De- 
cember  8, 1976.  Applicant:  AFFILIATED 
VAN  LINES.  INC..  2124  Washington 
Street,  Lawton,  Okla.  73501.  AwUcantis 
representative:  diaries  J.  Kimball,  3S0 


Capitol  Life  Center,  1600  Sherman 
Street,  Denv^,  Colo.  80203.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Household  goods  as  de- 
flned  by  the  Commission,  (a)  between 
points  in  Texas  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  OklahCHna  and  Kan¬ 
sas,  the  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elimi¬ 
nate  the  gateway  of  points  in  Oklahoma 
on  and  east  of  UH.  Highway  77  located 
in  CJarter  County,  Okla.;  (b)  between 
points  in  Texas,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Arkansas,  Colorado, 
Illinois,  Iowa,  Louisiana,  Missouri,  Ne¬ 
braska,  New  Mexico,  and  Texas,  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gate¬ 
way  at  points  in  Charter  County,  C^la.; 
and  (c)  between  points  in  Carter  County, 
C^la,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  <m  the 
other,  polfits  in  Kansas,  the  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
points  in  Texas,  on,  east,  and  south  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  C^lahoma-Texas 
state  line,  thence  along  interstate  High¬ 
way  35  to  Denton,  thence  alcxig  Interstate 
Highway  36 W  to  Fort  Worth,  Tex., 
thence  alcmg  UJS.  Highway  81  to  Laredo 
and  the  International  Boundary  between 
the  United  States  and  the  Republic  of 
Mexico;  and  (2)  Used  household  goods, 
between  points  in  Comanche,  E^lowa, 
Caddo,  McLain,  Carter,  Grady,  Garvin, 
Murray  and  Stephens  Counties,  C^la.,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  poits  in 
Oklahoma  and  Kansas.  The  authority 
described  in  (2)  above  are  subject  to  the 
following  restrictloins:  (a)  restricted  to 
the  transportation  of  shipments  having 
a  prior  or  subsequent  movement  in  con¬ 
tainers,  beyond  the  points  authorized; 
(b)  restricted  to  the  performance  of 
pickup  and  delivery  service  In  oonnection 
with  packing,  crating,  and  containeriza¬ 
tion  of  unpacking,  uncrating,  and  decon- 
tainertzatlon  of  such  traffic;  and  (c)  re¬ 
stricted  against  tacking  or  Joining  of  the 
authority  granted  herein  with  any  other 
authority  now  held  by  carrier  for  the 
purpose  of  performing  at  through  serv¬ 
ice  to  points  In  Texas,  the  purpose  of  this 
filing  Is  to  eliminate  tbe  gateway  of 
points  In  Comanche,  Kiowa,  Caddo,  Mc¬ 
Lain,  C%u^r.  Grady,  Garvin,  Murray  and 
Stephens  Counties,  Okla. 

Note. — Common  eontzol  may  be  Involved. 
HUB  matter  Is  related  to  a  Section  313(b) 
transfer  proceeding  In  MS-FC-T6733,  pub- 
Usbed  In  the  Federal  Register  Issue  of  No¬ 
vember  16, 1976.  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  neces¬ 
sary.  the  sqiplleant  requests  It  be  held  at 
CBOaboma  City,  Okla. 

No.  MC  142586  (Correction)  filed  Oc¬ 
tober  29.  1976,  published  In  the  Federal 
Register  issue  of  December  9,  1976,  and 
republished  as  corrected  this  issue.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  JIMCO,  INC.,  500  Court  Square 
Bldg..  Nashville,  Tenn.  37201.  Ai^licant’s 
representative:  Don  R.  Brinkley  (same 
address  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  mo¬ 
tor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  rout^  trans¬ 
porting:  General  commodities  (except 
commodities  In  bulk,  household  goods 
and  cmnmodlties  i^ilch  because  of  utta 
or  weight  require  speclahequlpment) .  be¬ 
tween  points  In  Blount,  Cidhoun,  Chero¬ 
kee,  Cleboume,  Colbert,  Cullman,  Da- 
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Kalb,  Etowah,  Pauette,  Franklin.  Jack- 
son,  Jefferson,  Lamar,  Lauderdale,  Law¬ 
rence,  Limestone,  Madison,  Marion, 
Marshall,  Morgan,  St.  Clair,  Talladega, 
Walker  and  Winston  Counties,  Ala.; 
Clay,  Craighead,  Crittenden,  Cross, 
Greene,  Lee,  Mississippi,  Phillips,  Poin¬ 
sett  and  St.  Francis  Coimties,  Ark.;  Bar¬ 
tow,  Catoosa.  Chattanooga,  Dade,  Floyd, 
Gordon,  Murray,  Polk,  Walker  and  Whit¬ 
field  Counties,  Ga.;  Alexaiider,  Massac 
and  Pulaski  Counties,  Ill.;  Clark,  Floyd, 
Gibson,  Harrison,  Posey,  Vanderburg, 
Warrick  and  Washington  Coimties,  Ind.; 
Adair,  Allen,  Anderson,  Ballard.  Barren, 
Bell,  Bourbon,  Boyle,  Breckinridge,  Bul¬ 
litt,  Butler.  Caldwell,  Calloway,  Carlisle, 
Carroll,  Casey.  Christian,  Clark,  Clinton. 
Crittenden,  Cumberland,  Daviess,  Bd- 
mondson,  Payette,  Franklin,  Fult<m. 
Gallatin.  Garrard,  Grant,  Graves,  Gray¬ 
son,  Green,  Hancoek.^sirdln,  Harrison, 
Hart,  Henderson,  Henry,  Hickman,  H(H)- 
kins,  Jackson,  Jefferson,  Jessamine. 
Knox,  Larue.  Laurel.  Lincoln,  Livingston. 
Logan.  Lyon,  Madison,  Marlon,  Marshall. 
McCracken,  McCreary.  McLean,  Meade. 
Mercer,  Metcalfe.  Monroe,  Muhlenberg, 
Nelson,  CHilo,  Oldham,  Owen.  Pulaski. 
Rock  Castle,  Russell,  Scott,  Shelby, 
Simpson,  Spencer,  Taylor,  Todd,  Trigg, 
Trimble,  Union,  Warren,  Washington, 
Wayne,  Webster,  Whitley  and  Woodford 
Coimties,  Ky.;  Alcorn,  Benton,  Chicka¬ 
saw,  Coahoma.  Desoto,  Itawamba,  Lafay¬ 
ette,  Lee,  Lowndes.  Marshall.  Monroe, 
Oktibbeha,  Panola,  Pcmtotoc.  Prentiss, 
Quitman.  Tate,  Tippah.  Tlshcxnlngo. 
Tunica  and  Union  Counties,  lifiss.;  Cape 
Girardeau,  Dunklin.  Mississippi.  New 
Madrid,  Pemiscot  and  Scott  Counties, 
Mo.;  Smsrth  and  Washington  Counties, 
Va.  and  Tennessee,  restricted  to  traffic 
having  a  prior  or  subsequent  movement 
by  rail.  (1)  The  purpose  of  this  repubU- 
catlon  Is  to  Indicate  that  the  application 
does  not  seek  conversion  by  this  filing  as 
inadvertently  stated  in  error  In  the  pre¬ 
vious  publication.  (2)  The  purpose  Is  to 
certificate  the  authority  which  applicant 
seeks  to  hold  under  common  control  In 
the  related  control  proceeding  In  MC- 
F-1301L  published  In  the  Federal  Recs- 
isTER  Issue  of  November  18,  1976.  If  a 
hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Nashville, 
Tenxi. 

Abandonment  Applications 

NOTICE  OP  FINDINGS 

Notice  is  her^y  given  pursuant  to  Sec¬ 
tion  la(6)(a)  oi  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act  that  orders  have  been  entered 
In  the  following  abandonment  applica¬ 
tions  which  are  administratively  final 
and  which  foimd  that  subject  tb  condi¬ 
tions  the  present  and  future  public  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity  permit  abandcm- 
ment. 

A  Certificate  of  Abandonment  wiU  be 
Issued  to  the  applicant  carriers  30  days 
after  this  Federal  REGiSTra  publication 
unless  the  Instructions  set  forth  in  the 
notices  are  followed. 


[Docket  No.  AB-1  (Sub-No.  19)] 

Chicago  and  North  Western  Transpor- 
tation  Company  Abandonment  Be¬ 
tween  Stewartville,  Olmstead 
County,  Minnesota,  and  McIntire, 
Mitchell  County,  Iowa,  All  nr  Olm- 
STEAO,  Mover,  and  Fillmore  Counties, 
Minnesota,  and  Howard  and  Mitch¬ 
ell  Counties,  Iowa 

NOTICE  OF  FINDING 

Notice  is  her^y  givoi  pursuant  to 
Section  la(6)  (a)  of  the  Interstate  Ccan- 
merce  Act  (49  U.S.C.  la(6)(a))  that  by 
an  order  entered  aa  November  24,  1976, 
a  finding,  which  is  administratively  final, 
was  made  by  the  Administrative  Law 
Judge,  stating  that,  subject  to  the  con- 
dltlcms  for  the  prot^tion  of  railway  on- 
ployees  prescribed  by  the  Commission  In 
Chicago.  B.  &  Q.  R.  Co.,  Abandonment, 
257  LC.C.  700,  the  preset  and  future 
public  convenloice  and  necessity  permit 
the  abandonment  by  the  Chicago  and 
North  Western  Transportation  C^un- 
pany  of  its  line  of  railrocul  beginning  at 
milepost  158.6  near  StewartvUle,  Olm¬ 
stead  County.  Minnesota,  and  extending 
In  a  southerly  dlrectioa  to  milepost  192.3 
near  McIntire,  Mlt<^^  County,  lOwa,  a 
distance  of  33.7  miles,  all  In  Ohnstead. 
Mover,  and  Fillmore  Counties.  Minne¬ 
sota,  and  Howard  and  Mitchell  Counties, 
Iowa.  A  certificate  of  abandonment  will 
be  Issued  to  the  Chicago  and  North 
Western  TranspOTtatlon  Company 
based  on  the  above-described  finding  of 
abandcmment,  30  days  after  publlcatimi 
of  this  notice,  imless  within  SO  days 
from  the  date  of  publication,  the  Ccxn- 
mlsslon  further  finds  that: 

(Da  financially  respcmslble  person 
(Including  a  government  entity)  has 
offered  financial  assistance  (In  the  form 
ot  a  rail  service  continuation  payment) 
to  enable  the  raU  service  Invcdved  to  be 
c<mtlnued;  and 

(2)  ft  Is  likely  that  such  proffered  as¬ 
sistance  would: 

(a)  Covo*  the  dlffer^ce  betwe^  the 
revalues  which  are  attrlbutaUe  to  such 
line  of  railroad  and  the  avoldaUe  cost  of 
providing  rail  freight  service  on  such 
line,  together  with  a  reasonable  return 
on  the  value  such  line,  or 

(b)  Cover  the  acqulsltioa  cost  of  aU 
or  any  portion  of  such  line  of  railroad. 

If  the  (Tommlsslon  so  finds,  the  Issu¬ 
ance  of  a  certificate  of  abandonmoot  will 
be  postpcmed  for  such  reasonaUe  time, 
not  to  exceed  6  mcmths,  as  Is  necessary 
to  enaUe  such  person  or  entity  to  enter 
Into  a  binding  agreemoit,  with  the  car¬ 
rier  seeing  such  abcmdonmoit,  to  pro¬ 
vide  such  assistance  or  to  purchase  such 
line  and  to  provide  t<x  the  continued 
operation  of  raU  services  over  such  line. 
Upon  notification  to  the  Commission  of 
the  execution  of  such  an  assistance  or  ac¬ 
quisition  and  operating  agreement,  the 
CTommlsslon  shall  postpone  the  issuance 
of  such  a  certificate  for  such  period  pf 
time  as  such  an  agreement  (including 
any  extensions  or  modlficatlans)  is  In 
effect.  Information  and  procedures  re¬ 


garding  the  financial  assistance  for  con¬ 
tinued  raU  service  or  the  acquisition  of 
the  involved  rail  line  are  ccmtalned  in 
the  Notice  of  the  Cmnmission  entitled 
“Procedures  for  Folding  RaU  Abandon¬ 
ment  (Tases”  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  March  31,  1976,  at  41  FR 
13691.  All  interested  persons  are  advised 
to  foUow  the  instructions  contained 
therein  as  weU  as  the  instructions  con¬ 
tained  in  the  above-referenced  order. 

Docket  No.  AB-1  (Sub-No.  5l ) 

(Chicago  and  North  Western  Transpor¬ 
tation  Company  Abandonment  Be¬ 
tween  Burt  and  Halfa  in  Kossuth, 

Palo  Alto,  and  Emmet  Counties,  Iowa 

NOTICE  OF  findings 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  pursuant  to 
Section  la(6)  (a)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act  (49  U.S.C.  la(6)(a))  that  by 
an  order  entered  on  November  17,  1976, 
a  finding,  which  is  administratively  fi¬ 
nal,  was  made  by  the  Administrative  Law 
Judge,  stating  that,  subject  to  the  con¬ 
ditions  for  the  protection  of  railway  em¬ 
ployees  prescribed  by  the  Commission 
in  Chicago.  B.  &  Q.  R.  Co.,  Abandonment. 
257  I.C.C.  700,  the  present  and  future 
public  convenience  and  necessity  permit 
the  abandonment  by  the  Chicago  and 
North  Western  Transportation  Company 
of  its  branch  line  of  railroad,,  and  opera¬ 
tion  thereof,  between  mUepost  142.4  at 
Burt,  Iowa,  and  milepost  163.8  at  the  end 
of  the  branch  In  Haifa,  Iowa,  In  Kos¬ 
suth,  Palo  Alto,  and  Emmet  Counties. 
Iowa.  A  certificate  of  abandonment  wUl 
be  Issued  to  the  Chicago  and  North 
Western  Transportation  Company  based 
on  the  above-described  finding  of  aban¬ 
donment,  30  days  after  publication  of 
tills  notice,  unless  within  30  days  from 
the  date  of  publication,  the  Commission 
further  finds  that: 

(1)  a  financially  responsible  person 
(Including  a  government  entity)  has  of¬ 
fered  financial  assistance  (in  the  form 
of  a  ran  service  contlnuatlcm  payment) 
to  enable  the  raU  service  Involved  to  1^ 
continued;  and 

(2)  It  Is  likely  that  such  proffered  as¬ 
sistance  would: 

(a)  Cover  the  difference  between  the 
revenues  which  are  attributable  to  such 
line  of  railroad  and  the  avoidable  cost 
of  providing  rail  freight  service  on  such 
line,  together  with  a  reasonable  return 
on  the  value  of  such  line,  or 

(b)  Cover  the  acquisition  cost  of  all 
or  any  portion  of  such  line  of  railroad. 

If  the  Commission  so  finds,  the  Issu¬ 
ance  of  a  certificate  of  abandonment  will 
be  postponed  for  such  reasonable  time, 
not  to  exceed  6  months,  as  Is  necessary  to 
enable  such  person  or  entity  to  enter  Into 
a  binding  agreement,  with  the  carrier 
seeking  such  abandonment,  to  provide 
such  assistance  or  to  purchase  such  line 
and  to  provide  for  the  continued  opera¬ 
tion  of  rail  services  over  such  line.  Upon 
notification  to  the  Commission  of  the 
execution  of  such  an  assistance  or  acqui¬ 
sition  and  operating  agreement,  the 
Commission  shsUl  postpone  the  Issuance 
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of  such  a  certificate  for  such  period  of 
time  as  such  an  agreemoit  (including 
any  extensions  or  modifications)  Is  In 
effect.  Information  and  procedures  re¬ 
garding  the  financial  assistance  tor  con¬ 
tinued  rail  service  or  the  acquisition  of 
the  involved  rail  line  are  contained  in 
the  Notice  of  the  Commission  entitled 
"Procedures  for  Pending  Rail  Abandon¬ 
ment  Cases"  published  in  the  FtentAL 
Register  on  March  31,  1976,  at  41  FR 
13691.  All  Interested  perscms  are  advised 
to  follow  the  instructions  contained 
therein  as  well  as  the  instructions  con-, 
tained  in  the  ffbove-referenced  order, 
t  Docket  No.  AB-7  Sub-No.  7] 

Chicago,  Milwaukee,  St.  Paul  and  Pa¬ 
cific  Railroad  Company  Abandonment 
Between  Heath  and  Grass  Range,  in 
Fergus  County,  Montana 

NOTICE  OF  FINDINGS 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to  Sec¬ 
tion  la(6)  (a)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act  (49  U.S.C.  la(6)(a))  that  by 
an  order  ^tered  on  April  15,  1976,  and 
the  decision  and  order  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  Division  3,  served  November  8. 1976, 
except  as  modified,  affirmed  and  adopted 
the  Initial  decision  of  the  Administrative 
Law  Judge  entered  on  April  15,  1976,  a 
finding,  which  is  administratively  final, 
was  made  .stating  that,  subject  to  the 
conditions  for  the  protection  of  railway 
employees  prescribed  by  the  Oxnmission 
in  CThicago,  B.  &  Q.  R.  Co..  Aband<Nunent, 
257  I.C.C.  700,  and  for  public  use  as  set 
forth  in  said  order,  the  present  and  fu¬ 
ture  public  convenience  and  necessity 
permit  the  abandonment  by  the  Chi¬ 
cago,  Milwaukee, 'St.  Paul  and  Pacific 
Railroad  Company  of  that  portion  of  its 
line  between  milepost  10.5  near  Heath 
and  milepost  36.5  at  Grass  Range  in  Fer¬ 
gus  County,  Montana,  totaling  about 
27.11  miles  of  track.  A  certificate  of 
abandonment  will  be  Issued  to  the  Chi¬ 
cago,  Milwaukee,  St.  Paul  and  Pacific 
Railroad  Company  based  (m  the  above- 
descrU)^  finding  of  abandonment,  30 
days  after  publication  of  this  notice,  un¬ 
less  within  30  days  from  the  date  of  pub¬ 
lication,  the  Commission  further  finds 
that: 

(1)  a  financially  responsible  person 
(including  a  government  entity)  has  of¬ 
fered  financial  assistance  (in  the  fonn 
of  a  rail  service  continuation  payment) 
to  enable  the  rail  service  involved  to  be 
continued;  and 

(2)  it  is  like!}’  that  such  proffered  as¬ 
sistance  would: 

(a)  Cover  the  difference  between  the 
revenues  which  are  attributable  to  such 
line  of  railroad  and  the  avoidable  cost 
of  providing  rail  freight  service  wi  such 
line,  together  with  a  reasonable  return 
on  Uie  value  of  such  line,  or 

(b)  Cover  the  acquisition  cost  of  all 
or  any  portion  of  such  line  of  railroad. 

If  the  Commission  so  finds,  the  issu¬ 
ance  of  a  certificate  of  abandonment 
will  be  postponed  for  such  reasonable 
time,  not  to  exceed  6  months,  as  is  nec¬ 
essary  to  enable  such  person  or  entity 
to  enter  into  a  binding  agreement,  with 


the  carrier  seeking  such  abandonment, 
to  provide  such  assistance  or  to  purchase 
such  line  and  to  provide  for  the  con¬ 
tinued  operation  of  rail  services  over 
such  line.  Upon  notification  to  the  Com¬ 
mission  of  the  execution  of  such  an  as¬ 
sistance  or  acquisition  and  operating 
agreement,  the  Commission  shall  post¬ 
pone  the  issuance  such  a  certificate 
for  such  period  of  time  as  such  an  agree¬ 
ment  (including  any  extensions  or  modi¬ 
fications)  is  in  effect.  Information  and 
procedures  regarding  the  financial  as¬ 
sistance  for  continued  rail  service  or  the 
acquisition  of  the  involved  rail  line 
are  cimtained  in  the  Notice  of  the 
CTommission  entitled  "Procedures  for 
Pending  Rail  Abandonment  Cases”  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  March 
31,  1976,  at  41  FR  13691.  All  Interested 
pensmis  are  advised  to  follow  the  instruc¬ 
tions  contained  therein  as  well  as  the 
instructions  contained  in  the  above- 
referenced  order. 

[Docket  No.  AB-7  (Sub-No.  17)  ] 

Chicago,  Milwaukee.  St.  Paul  &  Pacific 
Railroad  Company  Abandonment  Be¬ 
tween  Menomonee  Falls  and  Merton, 
All  in  Waukesha  County,  Wisconsin 

NOTICE  of  findings 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to 
Section  la(6)  (a)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act  (49  UB.C.  la(6)(a))  that  by 
an  order  entered  on  November  29,  1976,  a 
finding,  which  is  administratively  final, 
was  made  by  the  Commission,  Review 
Board  Number  5,  stating  that,  siffiject  to 
the  conditions  for  the  protectkm  of  rail¬ 
way  employees  prescribed  by  the  Com- 
missiim,  in  Chicago.  B.  &  Q.  R.  Co.,  Aban- 
dcmment,  257  LC.C.  700,  and  for  public 
use  as  set  forth  in  said  order,  the  presoit 
and  future  public  convenience  and  neces¬ 
sity  permit  the  abandonment  by  the 
Chicago,  Milwaukee,  St.  Paul  and  Pacific 
Railroad  Company  of  its  line  between 
Menomonee  Falls  and  Merton,  a  total 
distance  of  about  14.53  miles,  all  within 
Waukesha  Coimty,  Wisconsin.  A  certifi¬ 
cate  of  abandonment  will  be  Issued  to 
the  Chicago.  Milwaukee,  St.  Paul  and  Pa¬ 
cific  Railroad  Company  based  (m  the 
above-described  finding  of  abandonment, 
30  days  after  publication  of  this  notice, 
unless  within  30  days  fixHn  the  date  of 
publication,  the  Commission  further 
finds  that: 

(Da  financially  re^xinsible  pers(m 
(including  a  govemmoit  entity)  has 
(fffo^d  financial  assistance  (tn  the  f(Min 
of  a  rail  service  continuatkm  payment) 
to  enable  ttie  rail  service  involved  to  be 
continued;  and 

(2)  it  is  likely  that  such  proffered  as¬ 
sistance  would: 

(a)  Cover  the  difference  between  the 
revenues  which  are  attributable  to  such 
line  of  railroad  and  the  avoidable  cost 
of  providing  rail  freight  service  on  such 
line,  together  with  a  reasonable  return 
on  the  value  of  such  line, 

(b)  Cover  the  acquisition  cost  of  all  or 
any  portion  (ff  such  line  of  railroad. 

If  the  Commission  so  finds,  the  issu¬ 
ance  of  a  certificate  of  abandonment  will 


be  postponed  for  such  reasonable  timp, 
not  to  exceed  6  months,  as  is  necessary  to 
enable  such  persim  or  entity  to  enter  into 
a  binding  agreement,  with  the  carrier 
seeking  such  abandonment,  to  provide 
such  assistance  or  to  purchase  such  line 
and  to  provide  for  the  continued  opera- 
ti<Hi  of  rail  services  over  such  line.  Upon 
notification  to  the  Commission  of  the 
execution  of  such  an  assistance  or  ac¬ 
quisition  and  operating  agreonent,  the 
CTommission  shall  postpone  the  issuance 
of  such  a  certificate  for  such  period  of 
time  as  such  an  agreement  (including 
any  extensions  or  modifications)  is  in 
effect.  Information  and  procedures  re¬ 
garding  the  financial  assistance  for  con¬ 
tinued  rail  service  or  the  acquisition  of 
the  involved  rail  line  are  contained  in 
the  Notice  of  the  Commission  entitled 
“Procedures  for  Pending  Rail  Abandon¬ 
ment  Cases”  pulfiished  tn  the  Federal 
Register  on  March  31,  1976,  at  41  FR 
13691.  All  Interested  pers<ms  are  advised 
to  follow  the  instructions  contained 
therein  as  well  as  the  Instructions  con¬ 
tained  in  the  above-referenced  order. 

Docket  No.  AB-ia  (Sub-No.  16) 
Southern  Pacific  TbAKSPORTATiON  Com¬ 
pany  Abandonment  Between  CtoLUSA 
AND  Oedbend  nr  Colusa  and  Glenn 
Counties,  California 

NOTICE  OF  FINDINGS 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to  Sec¬ 
tion  la(6)(a)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act  (49  UB.C.  la(6)  (a) )  that  by 
an  order  entered  on  December  8.  1976,  a 
finding,  which  is  administratively  finkl, 
was  made  by  the  Commission,  Adminis- 
trative  Law  Judge,  stating  that,  subject 
to  the  conditions  for  the  prot^tioii  of 
railway  employees  prescribed  by  the 
(Commission  in  Cffiicago,  B.  &  Q.  R.  Co., 
Abandonment,  257 1.C.C.  700,  the  present 
and  future  public  conv«il«ice  and  neces¬ 
sity  permit  the  abandimment  by  the 
South^n  Pacific  Transportatiim  Com¬ 
pany  of  its  branch  line  cff  railroad  ex¬ 
tending  from  milepost  133.5  near  Colusa, 
California,  in  a  northerly  direction  to 
milepost  161.7  near  Ordbend,  California, 
a  distance  of  28.2  miles  in  Colusa  and 
(jrlenn  (bounties,  California.  A  certificate 
of  abandonment  will  be  Issued  to  the 
Southern  Pacific  Transportation  (Com¬ 
pany  based  on  the  above-described  find¬ 
ing  of  abandonment,  30  days  after  pub¬ 
lication  of  this  notice,  unless  within  30 
days  from  the  date  of  publication,  the 
Cranmission  further  finds  that; 

(1)  a  financially  resp<Kisible  person 
(including  a  government  entity)  has  of¬ 
fered  financial  assistance  (in  the  form 
of  a  rail  service  continuation  payment) 
to  enable  the  rail  service  involved  to  be 
continued;  and 

(2)  it  is  likely  that  such  proffered  as¬ 
sistance  would: 

(a)  Cover  the  difference  between  the 
revenues  which  are  attributable  to  such 
line  of  railroad  and  the  avoidable  cost  of 
providing  rail  freight  service  on  such 
line,  together  with  a  reascmable  return 
on  the  value  of  such  line,  or 

(b)  Cover  the  acquisition  cost  of  all  or 
any  portion  of  such  line  of  railroad. 
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If  the  Commission  so  finds,  the  issu¬ 
ance  of  a  certificate  of  abandonment  will 
be  postponed  for  such  reasonable  time, 
not  to  exceed  6  months,  as  is  necessary  to 
enable  such  person  or  entity  to  enter  into 
a  binding  agreement,  with  the  carrier 
seeking  such  abandonment,  to  provide 
such  assistance  or  to  purchase  such  line 
and  to  provide  for  the  continued  opera¬ 
tion  of  rail  services  over  such  line.  Upon 
notification  to  the  Commission  of  the 
execution  of  such  an  assistance  or  acqui¬ 
sition  and  operating  agreement,  the 
Commission  shall  postpone  the  issuance 
of  such  a  certificate  for  such  period  of 
time  as  such  an  agreement  (including 
any  extensions  or  modifications)  is  in  ef¬ 
fect.  Information  and  procedures  regard¬ 
ing  the  financial  assistance  for  continued 
rail  service  or  the  acquisition  of  the  in¬ 
volved  rail  line  are  contained  in  the  No¬ 
tice  of  the  Commission  entitled  “Proce¬ 
dures  for  Pending  Rail  Abandonment 
Cases”  published  in  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter  on  March  31,  1976,  at  41  FR  13691. 
All  Interested  persons  are  advised  to  fol¬ 
low  the  Instructions  contained  therein  as 
well  as  the  instructions  contained  in  the 
above-referenced  order. 

[Docket  No.  AB-12  (Sub-No.  28)  ] 

Southern  Pacific  Transportation  Com¬ 
pany  Abandonment  Between  Oroville 

AND  Villa  Verona,  in  Butte  County, 

California 

NOTICE -OF  FINDINGS 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to  Sec¬ 
tion  la(6)  (a)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act  (49  U.S.C.  la(6)  (a))  that  by 
an  order  entered  on  December  6,  1976,  a 
finding,  which  is  administratively  final, 
was  m^e  by  the  Commission,  Commis¬ 
sioner  Brown,  stating  that,  subject  to  the 
conditions  for  the  protection  of  railway 
employees  prescribe  by  the  Commission 
in  (Chicago,  B.  &  Q.  R.  Co.,  Abandonment, 
257  I.C.C.  700,  and  for  public  use  as  set 
forth  in  said  order,  the  present  and 
future  public  convenience  and  necessity 
permit  the  abandonment  by  the  South¬ 
ern  Pacific  Transportation  Corppany  of 
its  line  of  railroad  extending  frxMn  rail¬ 
road  milepost  146.59  south  of  Oroville  in 
a  southerly  direction  to  tiie  end  of  the 
branch  at  railroad  milepost  143.78  near 
Villa  Verona,  a  distance  of  2.81  miles  in 
Butte  County,  California.  A  certificate 
of  abandonment  will  be  issued  to  the 
Southern  Pacific  Transporatlon  Com¬ 
pany  based  on  the  above-described  find¬ 
ing  of  abandonment,  30  days  after  pub¬ 
lication  of  this  notice,  unless  within  30 
days  from  the  date  of  publication,  the 
Commission  further  finds  that: 

(1)  a  financially  responsible  person 
(including  a  government  oitlty)  has 
offered  financial  assistance  (in  the  form 
of  a  rail  service  continuation  payment) 
to  enable  the  rail  service  Involved  to  be 
continued;  and 

(2)  it  is  likely  that  such  proffered  as¬ 
sistance  would: 

(a)  Clover  the  difference  between  the 
revenues  vdiich  are  attributable  to  such 
line  of  railroad  and  the  avoidable  costs 
of  providing  rail  freight  service  on  such 


line,  together  with  a  reasonable  return 
on  the  value  of  such  line,  or 

(b)  Cover  the  acquisltiim  cost  all  or 
any  portion  of  such  line  of  railroad. 

If  the  Commission  so  finds,  the  issu¬ 
ance  of  a  certificate  of  abandcmment  will 
be  postponed  for  such  reasonable  time, 
not  to  exceed  6  months,  as  is  necessary 
to  enable  such  person  or  entity  to  ^ter 
into  a  binding  agreement,  with  the  car¬ 
rier  seeking  such  abandonment,  to  pro¬ 
vide  such  assistance  or  to  purchase  such 
line  and  to  provide  for  the  continued 
operation  of  rail  services  over  such  line. 
Upon  notification  to  the  Commission  of 
the  execution  of  such  an  assistance  or 
acquisition  and  operating  agreement,  the 
Commission  shall  postpcme  the  issuance 
of  such  a  certificate  for  such  period  of 
time  as  such  an  agreement  (including 
any  extensions  or  modifications)  is  in 
effect.  Information  and  procedures  re¬ 
garding  the  financial  assistance  for  con¬ 
tinued  rail  service  or  the  acqulstion  of 
the  involved  rail  line  are  contained  in  the 
Notice  of  the  Commission  entitled  “Pro¬ 
cedures  for  Pending  Rail  Abandonment 
Cases”  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
cm  March  31,  1976.  at  41  FR  13691.  All 
interested  persons  are  advised  to  follow 
the  instructions  contained  therein  as 
well  as  toe  instructions  contained  in  toe 
above-referenced  order. 

[Docket  No.  AB-18  (Sub-No.  12W] 

Chesapeake  and  Ohio  Railway  Company 
Abandonment  Portion  Dtngess  Run 
Branch  Between  Fort  Branch  and 
Wanda,  in  Logan  County,  West  Vir¬ 
ginia 

NOTICE  OF  findings 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to 
Section  la(6)  (a)  of  toe  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act  (49  V£.C.  la(6)(a))  that  by 
an  order  entered  on  December  2,  1976. 
a  finding,  which  is  administratively  fi¬ 
nal,  was  made  by  the  Commissicm,  Com¬ 
missioner  Brown,  stating  that,  subject  to 
toe  (X}ndltions  for  toe  protecticm  of  rail¬ 
way  employees  prescribed  by  toe  Com¬ 
mission  in  Chicago,  B.  &  Q.  R.  Co., 
Abandonment,  267  ICC  700,  toe  present 
and  future  public  convenience  and  ne¬ 
cessity  permit  toe  abandonment  by  toe 
Chesapeake  and  Ohio  Railway  Company 
of  a  portion  of  toe  Dingess  Run  Branch 
between  Valuation  Station  86-1-30  at  or 
near  Fort  Branch,  West  Virginia,  and 
Valuation  Station  184-f-OO  at  or  near 
Wanda,  West  Virginia,  a  distance  of  ap¬ 
proximately  1.85  miles,  all  in  Log^ 
County,  West  Virginia.  A  certificate  of 
abandonment  will  be  issued  to  toe  Ches¬ 
apeake  and  Ohio  Railway  Company 
based  on  toe  above-described  finding  of 
abandonment,  30  days  after  publlcatloii 
of  this  notice,  unless  within  30  days 
from  the  date  of  publication,  toe  Ccxn- 
mlssicm  further  finds  that: 

(1)  a  financially  responsible  persim 
(including  a  government  entity)  has  of¬ 
fered  financial  assistance  (in  the  form 
of  a  rail  service  continuation  payment) 
to  enable  toe  rail  service  involved  to  be 
continued;  and 

(2)  it  is  likely  that  such  proffered  as¬ 
sistance  would: 


(a)  Cover  toe  difference  between  toe 
revenues  which  are  attributable  to  such 
line  of  railroad  and  toe  avoidable  cost  of 
providing  rail  freight  service  on  such 
line,  together  with  a  reasonable  return 
on  toe  value  o*  such  line,  or 

(b)  Cover  toe  acquisition  cost  of  all  or 
any  portion  of  such  line  of  railroad. 

If  toe  Commission  so  finds,  toe  issu¬ 
ance  of  a  certificate  of  abandonment 
will  be  postponed  for  such  reasonable 
time,  not  to  exceed  6  months,  as  is  nec¬ 
essary  to  enable  such  person  or  entity 
to  enter  into  a  binding  agreement,  with 
toe  carrier  seeking  such  abandonment, 
to  provide  such  assistance  or  to  purchase 
such  line  and  to  pfovide  for  toe  contin¬ 
ued  operation  of  rail  services  over  such 
line.  Upon  notification  to  toe  Commis¬ 
sion  of  toe  execution  of  such  an  assist¬ 
ance  or  acquisition  and  operating  agree¬ 
ment,  toe  Commission  shall  postpxine 
toe  issuance  of  such  a  certificate  for 
such  period  of  time  as  such  an  agree¬ 
ment  (including  any  extensions  or  modi¬ 
fications)  is  in  effect.  Information  and 
procedures  regarding  toe  financial  as¬ 
sistance  for  ccmtinued  rail  service  or  toe 
acquisition  of  toe  involved  rail  line  are 
contained  in  toe  Notice  of  toe  Commis¬ 
sion  entitled  “Procedures  for  Pending 
Rail  Abandonment  Cases”  published  in 
toe  Federal  Register  on  Maiuh  31.  1976, 
at  41  FR  13691.  All  interested  persons 
are  advised  to  follow  toe  instnictions 
c<xitained  therein  as  well  as  toe  instruc¬ 
tions  contained  in  toe  above-referenced 
order. 

[Docket  No.  AD-26  (Sub-No.  4] 
Southern  Railway  Company — Abandon¬ 
ment  Betwt:en  Williamson  and  Ro¬ 
berta,  nr  Pike,  Lamar,  Upson,  Monroe, 

AND  Crawford  Counties,  Georgia 

NOTICE  of  findings 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to  Sec¬ 
tion  la(6)  (a)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act  (49  U.S.C.  la(6)  (a) )  that  by 
an  order  entered  on  March  31,  1976,  and 
the  decision  and  order  of  toe  Commis¬ 
sion,  Division  3.  served  December  17. 
1976,  except  as  modified,  affirmed  and 
adopted  toe  initial  decision  of  the  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Law  Judge  entered  on 
March  31,  1976,  a  finding,  which  is  ad¬ 
ministratively  final,  was  made  stating 
that,  subject  to  toe  conditions  for  the 
protection  of  railway  employees  pre¬ 
scribed  by  toe  Commission  in  Chicago, 
B.  &  Q.  R.  Co.,  Abandonment,  257  I.C.C. 
700,  toe  present  and  future  public  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity  permit  the  South¬ 
ern  Railway  Company  of  its  branch  Une 
between  Williamson,  Georgia  (milepost 
45.8  FV)  and  Roberta,  Georgia  (milepost 
86.0  FV) ,  a  distance  of  about  40.2  miles, 
together  with  approximately  1.7  miles  of 
yard  tracks  and  sidings,  in  Pike,  Lamar, 
Upson.  Monroe  and  C?rawford  Counties, 
Georgia.  A  certificate  of  abandonment 
will  be  Issued  to  toe  Southern  Railway 
COTipany  based  on  toe  above-described 
finding  of  abandonment.  30  days  after 
publication  of  this  notice,  unless  within 
30  days  from  the  date  of  publication,  the 
Commission  further  finds  that: 
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(1)  a  financially  responsible  person 
(including  a  government  entity)  has  of¬ 
fered  financial  assistance  (In  the  form 
of  a  rail  service  continuation  payment) 
to  enable  the  rail  service  involved  to  be 
continued;  and 

(2)  it  is' likely  that  such  proffered  as¬ 
sistance  would: 

(a)  Cover  the  difference  between  the 
revenues  which  are  attributable  to  such 
line  of  railroad  and  the  avoidable  cost 
of  providing  rail  freight  service  on  such 
line,  together  with  a  reasonable  return 
on  the  value  of  such  line,  or 

(b)  Cover  the  acquisition  cost  of  all 
or  any  portion  of  such  line  of  railroad. 

If  the  Commission  so  finds,  the  issu¬ 
ance  of  a  certificate  of  abandonment  will 
be  postponed  for  such  reasonable  time, 
not  to  exceed  6  months,  as  is  necessary 
to  enable  such  person  or  entity  to  enter 
into  a  binding  agreement,  with  the  car¬ 
rier  seeking  such  abandonment,  to  pro¬ 
vide  such  assistance  or  to  purchase  such 
line  and  to  provide  for  the  continued 
operation  of  rail  services  over  such  line. 
Upon  notification  to  the  Commission  of 
the  execution  of  such  an  assistance  or 
acquisition  and  (grating  agreement,  the 
Commission  shall  postpone  the  issuance 
of  such  a  certificate  for  such  period  of 
time  as  such  an  agreement  (including 
any  extensloos  or  modifications)  is  In  ef¬ 
fect.  Information  and  procedures  regard¬ 
ing  the  financial  assistance  for  continued 
rail  service  or  the  acquisition  of  the  in¬ 
volved  rail  line  are  contained  In  the 
Notice  of  the  Commission  entitled  “Pro¬ 
cedures  for  Pending  Rail  Abandonment 
Cases”  published  in  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter  an  March  31.  1976,  at  41  FR  13691. 
All  Interested  persons  are  sulvlsed  to  fol¬ 
low  the  Instructions  contained  therein 
as  well  as  the  Instructions  contained  in 
the  above-referenced  order. 

[Docket  No.  AB-55  (8ub-No.  9)  ] 

Seaboard  Coast  Linx  Railroad  Company 

Abandonment  Between  Dupont  and 

Stono  in  Charleston  County,  South 

Carolina 

'  notice  of  findings 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to  Sec- 
tkHi  la(6)(a)  of  the  Interstate  Ccm- 
merce  Act  (49  UB.C.  la(6)  (a) )  that  by 
an  order  oxtered  on  December  3, 1976,  a 
finding,  which  is  administratively  final, 
was  made  by  the  CkEnmlssion,  COmmis- 
Bk>ner  Brown,  stating  that,  subject  to  the 
conditions  for  the  protection  ot  railway 
employees  prescribed  by  the  Commission 
In  Chicago.  B.  &  Q.  R.  Co.,  Abandonmoxt, 
257  BX;  700,  and  for  public  use  as  set 
forth  in  said  order,  the  present  and  fu¬ 
ture  public  conve^ence  and  necessity 
permit  the  abandonment  by  the  Sea¬ 
board  Coast  line  Railroad  Company  of  a 
line  of  railroad  extending  from  railroad 
milepost  SH-426.33  near  Dupont  to  rail¬ 
road  milepost  SH-431.63  near  Stono,  a 
distance  of  5.3  miles,  and  the  track  known 
as  Blitches  Spiv,  a  distance  of  0.70  mile, 
extending  eastwsudly  from  its  point  of 
switch  located  at  milepost  SH-429.60,  all 
located  In  Charleston  Coimty,  South 
Carolina.  A  certificate  of  abandonment 


will  be  issued  to  the  Seaboard  Coast  Line 
Railroad  Company  based  on  the  above- 
described  finding  of  abandonment,  30 
days  after  publication  of  this  notice, 
unless  within  30  days  from  the  date  of 
publication,  the  Commission  further 
finds  that: 

(1)  a  financially  responsible  person 
(including  a  government  entity)  has 
offered  financial  assistance  (in  the  form 
of  a  rail  service  continuation  payment) 
to  enable  the  rail  service  involved  to  be 
continued;  and 

(2)  it  is  likely  that  such  proffered  as¬ 
sistance  would: 

(a)  Cover  the  difference  between  the 
revenues  which  are  attributable  to  such 
line  of  railroad  and  the  avoidable  cost 
of  providing  rail  freight  service  on  such 
line,  together  with  a  reasonable  return 
on  the  value  of  such  line,  or 

(b)  Cover  the  acquisition  cost  of  all  or 
any  portion  of  such  line  of  railroad. 

If  the  Commission  so  finds,  the  is¬ 
suance  of  a  certificate  of  abandonment 
will  be  postponed  for  such  reasonable 
time,  not  to  exceed  6  months,  as  is  neces¬ 
sary  to  enable  such  person  or  oitlty  to 
enter  into  a  binding  agreement,  with  the 
carrier  seeking  such  abandonment,  to 
provide  such  as.sistance  or  to  purchase 
such  line  and  to  provide  for  the  con¬ 
tinued  operation  of  rail  services  over  such 
line.  Upon  notification  to  the  Commis¬ 
sion  of  the  execution  of  such  an  assist¬ 
ance  or  acquisition  and  operating  agree¬ 
ment,  the  (Commission  shall  postpone  the 
Issuance  of  such  a  certificate  for  such 
period  of  time  as  such  an  agreement  (in¬ 
cluding  any  extensions  or  modifications) 
is  in  effect  Information  and  pnx^dures 
r^arding  the  financial  assistance  for 
continued  rail  service  or  the  acquisition 
of  the  involved  rail  line  are  contained 
In  the  Notice  of  the  Commlsslcm  «xtitled 
“Procedures  for  Pending  Rail  Abandon¬ 
ment  Cases”  published  in  the  F^eral 
Register  on  March  31.  1976,  at  41  PR 
13691.  All  interested  persons  are  advised 
to  follow  ttie  instructions  cmitalned 
therein  as  wtil  as  the  instr^tlons  con¬ 
tained  In  the  above-referenced  cnder. 

[Docket  No.  AB-«B  (Sub-No.  4)  ] 

Western  Maryland  Railway  CTompany 

Abandonment  or  Its  Fairmont-Bing- 

AMON  Branch  Near  Henshaw  in  Har¬ 
rison  County,  West  Virginia 

NOTICE  OF  findings 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to 
SecthHx  la(6)  (a)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act  (49  U.S.C.  la(6)  (a) )  that  by 
an  order  entered  (ax  November  18,  1976, 
a  finding,  which  is  administrative 
final,  was  made  by  the  Ccxnmisshm, 
Ck>mmissioner  Brown,  stating  that,  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  conditions  for  the  protection 
of  railway  onployees  prescribed  by  the 
Cominlssi<ax  in  (Chicago.  B.  &.  Q.  R.  (To., 
Aband<xxmait,  257 1.C.C.  700,  the  present 
and  future  public  convenience  and  nec¬ 
essity  permit  the  abandonmoit  by  the 
Western  Maryland  Railway  CcHnpany  of 
a  portimi  at  its  FaimKHxt-Bingamon 
Branch  extoidlng  frcHn  Valuation  Sta¬ 
tion  183-1-00  (M.P.  3.88)  to  end  of  line 


at  Valuation  Station  280-1-00  (M.P.  5.72) , 
a  distance  of  approximately  1.84  miles, 
at  or  near  Henshaw,  in  Harrison  Coim¬ 
ty,  West  Virginia.  A  certificate  of  aban¬ 
donment  will  be  issued  to  the  Western 
Maryland  Railway  Company  based  on 
the  above-described  finding  of  abandon¬ 
ment,  30  days  after  paibllcation  of  this 
notice,  unless  within  30  days  from  the 
date  of  publication,  the  Commission 
further  finds  that: 

(1)  a  financially  responsible  person 
(including  a  government  entity)  has  of¬ 
fered  financial  assistance  (in  the  form 
of  a  rail  service  (xmtinuatlon  payment) 
to  enable  the  rail  service  involved  to  be 
continued;  and 

(2)  it  is  likely  that  such  proffered  as¬ 
sistance  would: 

(a)  Cover  the  difference  between  the 
revenues  which  are  attributable  to  such 
line  of  railroad  and  the  avoidable  cost 
of  providing  rail  freight  service  on  such 
line,  together  with  a  reasonable  return 
on  the  value  of  such  line,  or 

(b)  Cover  the  acquisition  cost  of  all 
or  any  portion  of  such  line  of  railroad. 

If  the  Commissioa  so  finds,  the  issu¬ 
ance  of  a  certificate  of  abandonment  will 
be  postponed  for  such  reascmable  time, 
not  to  exceed  6  months,  as  is  necessary 
to  enable  such  person  or  entity  to  enter 
into  a  binding  agreement,  with  the 
carrier  seeing  such  fdxandonmait,  to 
provide  such  assistance  or  to  purchase 
such  line  and  to  provide  for  the  c<m- 
tinued  (^>eration  of  rail  services  ofver 
su(h  line.  Upcm  notifi(»tion  to  the  Com¬ 
mission  of  the  executkxi  such  an  as¬ 
sistance  or  ac(iulslti<xi  and  (grating 
agreem^t,  the  CixnmisskEx  shall  post¬ 
pone  the  Issuance  of  such  a  certificate 
for  such  period  of  time,  as  such  an  agree¬ 
ment  (including  any  extenskms  modi¬ 
fications)  Is  in  effect.  Information  and 
procedures  regarding  the  financial  as¬ 
sistance  for  continued  rail  s^wlce  or  the 
acquisiticHi  of  the  Involved  ndl  line  are 
contained  in  the  Notice  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion  entitled  “Procedures  for  Pending 
Rail  Abandonment  Cases”  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  on  March  31, 1976. 
at  41  FR  13691.  AH  interested  persons 
are  advised  to  follow  the  Instructions 
contained  therein  as  well  as  the  tnstruc- 
ticms  contained  In  the  above-referenced 
order. 

Motor  Carrier  Alternate  Route 
Deviations 

notice 

The  following  letter-notices  to  operate 
over  deviation  routes  for  opmtting  con¬ 
venience  only  have  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  under  the  Deviaticm  Rules — 
Motor  Carrier  of  Prwerty  (49  CFR 
1042.4(c)  (ID). 

Protests  against  the  use  of  any  pro¬ 
posed  deviation  route  herein  described 
may  be  filed  with  the  Ckxnmlsslon  in  the 
manner  and  fcHin  provided  In  such  rules 
at  any  time,  but  will  not  <H>erate  to  stay 
commenc^ent  of  the  proposed  c^iera- 
tions  unless  filed  within  30  days  from  the 
date  of  this  Federal  Register  notice. 

Each  applicant  states  tiiat  there  win 
be  no  significant  effect  on  the  quality 
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of  the  human  environment  resulting 
from  approval  of  its  request. 

Motor  Carrisrs  or  Propsrtt 

No.  MC  109324  (Deviation  Na  5), 
GARRISON  MOTOR  FREIGHT,  INC, 
P.O.  Box  1278,  Harrison.  Ark.  72601,  filed 
January  24,  1977.  Carrier  proposes  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  of  general  commodities,  with  cer¬ 
tain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation  route 
as  follows:  Prom  jimctlon  Interstate 
Highly  540  and  U.S.  Highway  71.  over 
Interstate  Highway  540  to  jimctlon  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  40,  thence  over  Interstate 
Highway  40  to  Jxmctl<m  UA  Highway  71, 
thence  over  UJS.  Hl^way  71  to  Rogers, 
Ark,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  62  to 
Gateway,  Ark,  thence  over  Arkansas 
Highway  47  to  the  Arkansas-Mlssourl 
State  Ldne,  thence  over  Missouri  High¬ 
way  37  to  junction  UA  Highway  60, 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  60  to  Junction 
UA  Highway  65,  and  return  over  the 
same  route  fcH-  operating  convenience 
only.  The  notice  indicates  that  the  car¬ 
rier  Is  presently  authorized  to  transport 
the  same  c(Hnmoditles.  over  a  pertinent 
service  route  as  follows:  Prom  Jfinctlon 
Interstate  Highway  540  and  ITA  High¬ 
way  71  over  U.S.  Highway  71  to  ]tmctl<m 
Arkansas  Highway  lOS.  thence  over  Ar¬ 
kansas  Highway  lOS  to  Greenwood.  Ark, 
thence  over  Arkansas  Highway  10  to 
PerryvUle,  Ark,  thence  ova*  Arkansas 
Highway  60  to  Conway.  Ark,  thence 
over  UA  IDghway  65  to  junction  UA 
Highway  60,  and  return  over  the  same 
route. 

Motor  Carrier  Alternate  Rotm 
Deviations 

NOTICE 

The  following  letter-notices  to  operate 
over  deviation  routes  for  operating  con¬ 
venience  only  have  been  ffled  with  ttie 
C(»nmlsslon  under  the  Deviation  Rules — 
Motor  Carrier  of  Passengers  (49  CfS 
1042.2(c)(9)). 

Protests  against  the  use  of  any  pro¬ 
posed  deviation  route  herein  described 
may  be  filed  with  the  CTommlsslon  In  the 
manner  and  form  provided  In  such  rules 
at  any  time,  but  will  not  operate  to  stay 
cotnmmcement  of  the  proposed  opera¬ 
tions  unless  filed  within  30  dajrs  from  the 
date  of  this  Federal  Register  notice. 

Each  applicant  states  that  there  will 
be  no  significant  effect  on  the  quality  of 
the  human  environment  resulting  frcmi 
approval  of  Its  request. 

Motor  Carriers  or  Passengers 

No.  MC  106187  (Deviation  No.  1) ,  THE 
FREE  ENTERPRISE  SYSTEM,  INC, 
819  Cedar  Bough,  New  Albany.  Ind. 
47150,  filed  December  21.  1976.  Carrier’s 
representative:  Allison  J.  Magglolo,  2650 
First  National  Tower,  Louisville,  Ky. 
40202.  Carrier  proposes  to  (Hierate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  of  pas¬ 
sengers  and  their  baggage,  and  express 
and  newspapers  In  the  same  vehicle 
with  passengers,  over  a  deviation  route 
as  follows:  From  the  New  Albany  ter¬ 
minal  In  New  Albany.  Ind,  over  Vincen¬ 
nes  Street  to  junction  Bfaln  Street,  thence 


over  Main  Street  to  junction  west  4th 
Street,  thence  over  West  4th  Street  to 
the  Sherman  Minton  Bridge,  thence  over 
the  Sherman  Minton  Bridge  to  junction 
Interstate  Highway  64,  thence  over  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  64  to  Louisville.  Ely,  by 
the  9th  Street  exit,  thence  over  Liberty 
Street  to  junction  2nd  Street,  thence 
over  2nd  Street  to  the  Louisville  terminal 
and  return  from  the  Louisville  terminal 
over  Walnut  Street  to  junction  9th 
Street,  thence  over  9th  Street  to  junction 
mt^tate  Highway  64,  thence  over  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  64  to  the  Sherman 
Minton  Bridge,  thence  over  the  Sherman 
Minton  Bridge  to  the  Elm  Street  exit, 
thence  over  the  Elm  Street  exit  to 
junction  State  Street,  thence  over  State 
Street  to  jimctlon  Market  Street,  thence 
aver  Market  Street  to  junction  Vincen¬ 
nes  Street,  thence  over  Vincennes  Street 
to  the  New  Albany  terminal  at  New  Al¬ 
bany,  Ind.,  for  operating  convenience 
only.  The  notice  indicates  that  the  carrier 
Is  presently  authorized  to  transport 
passengers  and  the  same  property  over 
a  pertinent  service  route  as  follows: 
Ftom  New  Albany  terminal,  at  Maiket 
Street  and  Vincennes  Street  In  New  Al¬ 
bany.  over  Vincennes  Street  to  the  Ken¬ 
tucky  and  Indiana  Terminal  Railroad 
Company  bridge,  thence  over  the  Ken¬ 
tucky  and  Indiana  Terminal  Railroad 
Company  bridge  to  Louisville,  thence 
over  31st  Street  to  the  jimctlon  of  Mont¬ 
gomery  Street,  thence  over  Montgomery 
Street  to  the  junction  of  29th  Street, 
thence  over  29th  Street  to  the  junc¬ 
tion  of  Northwestern  Pathway,  thence 
over  Northwestern  Parkway  to  the  junc¬ 
tion  of  22nd  Street,  thence  over  22nd 
Street  to  the  junction  of  Jefferson  Street, 
and  thence  over  Jefferson  Street  to  the 
Louisville  terminal,  located  (m  Jefferson 
Street  between  3rd  and  4th  Streets,  and 
return  from  the  above-specified  Louls- 
vfile  terminal  over  Liberty  Street  to  the 
junction  of  6th  Street,  thence  over  6th 
Street  to  the  junction  of  Jefferson  Street, 
and  thence  over  the  above-specified 
route  to  the  New  Albany  tennlnaL 

Motor  Carrier  Intrastate 
Application  (S) 

NOTICE 

TTie  following  application  (s)  for  motor 
common  carrier  authority  to  operate  in 
intrastate  commerce  se^  concurrent 
motor  carrier  atuhorization  In  Inter¬ 
state  or  foreign  craimerce  within  tiie 
limits  of  the  Intrastate  authority  sought, 
pursuant  to  Section  206(a)  (6)  of  the  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Act.  These  applica¬ 
tions  are  governed  by  Special  Rule  245  of 
the  Cwnmlsslon’s  Gcnerol  Rules  of  Prac¬ 
tice  (49  CTFR  1100.245),  which  provides, 
among  other  things,  that  protests  nnd 
requests  for  Information  cimcemlng  the 
time  and  place  of  State  Commission 
hearings  or  other  proceedings,  any  sub¬ 
sequent  changes  therein,  and  any  other 
related  matters  shall  be  directed  to  the 
State  CcxnmlsslQn  with  which  the  ap¬ 
plication  Is  filed  and  shall  not  be  ad¬ 
dressed  to  or  filed  with  the  Interstate 
CXEnmerce  Commission. 

California  Docket  Na  AS7005.  filed 
January  13, 1977.  .MH>llcant:  KAL  AUTO 


TRANSPORT.  INC.,  Pier  70,  22nd  Street 
&  Illinois  Ave..  San  Francisco.  Calif. 
94107.  Applicant's  representative:  R.  D. 
Garcia  (Same  address  as  applicant) .  Cer¬ 
tificate  of  Public  Convenience  and  Neces¬ 
sity  sought  to  operate  a  freight  service 
as  follows:  Transportation  of  Passenger 
motor  vehicles,  and  motor  vehicles  used 
for  transporting  freight.  Including  driv¬ 
ing  tractors  for  freight  carrying  vehicles, 
motorcycles  and  motorcycle  sidecars, 
hearses,  buses,  vehicles  other  than  motor 
vehicles  designed  for  the  transportation 
of  freight  for  use  with  motor  vehicles 
cabs  and  bodies  of  the  above  described 
vehicles,  motor  vehicle  chassis,  mobile 
searchlights,  mobile  generators,  and 
parts,  spare  parts  or  extra  parts  for  the 
above-described  vehicles  when  accom- 
p>anylng  the  shipment  of  the  vehicles  to 
which  It  belongs  and  for  which  It  Is  in¬ 
tended,  between  all  points  and  places 
within  Alameda,  Contra  Costa,  Marin, 
San  Francisco  and  Solano  Counties,  Calif. 
Applicant  also  seeks  a  coextensive  certifi¬ 
cate  of  registration  from  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission.  Intrastate,  Inter¬ 
state  and  foreign  commerce  authority 
sought.  HELARING:  Date,  time  and  place 
not  yet  fixed.  Requests  for  procedural  In¬ 
formation  should  be  addressed  to  the 
Public  Utilities  Commission,  State  of 
California,  State  Building,  Civic  Center, 
455  Golden  Gate  Avenue,  San  Franclsca 
Calif.  94102  and  should  not  be  directed 
to  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commls- 
slcm. 

CTalifomla  Docket  No.  A55624 
(Amended) ,  filed  January  10.  1977.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  TEMPCO  'TRANSPORTA’nON, 
INC..  P.O.  Box  879,  San  Jose,  Calif. 
95106.  Applicant’s  representative:  Nor¬ 
man  D.  Sullivan  (same  address  as  appli¬ 
cant)  .  Certificate  of  Public  Convenience 
and  Necessity  sought  to  operate  a  freight 
service  as  follows:  Transportation  of 
Foodstuffs  and  related  items  as  described 
In  Appendix  A.  soap  products  and  clean¬ 
ing  and  scouring  compounds  and  related 
items  as  described  In  Appendix  B,  In 
shipments  of  20,000  pounds  or  more.  Ad¬ 
ditionally.  foodstuffs  and  other  products 
requiring  temperature  control,  as  de¬ 
scribed  In  Appendix  C.  hauled  In  vans 
with  mechanical  refrigeration  (A)  Be¬ 
tween  all  points  and  places  in  or  within 
25  miles  of  the  Los  Angeles  Basin  Terri¬ 
tory  as  described  herein,  (B)  Betwe^ 
an  points  on  or  within  25  miles  laterally 
of  the  foUowlng  routes:  (1)  Interstate 
Highway  5  and  California  State  Highway 
99  between  Redding  and  the  Los  Angeles 
Basin  Territory,  as  described  herein,  (2) 
United  States  Highway  101  between  the 
San  Francisco  Territory  and  the  Los  An¬ 
geles  Basin  Territory  as  described  herein. 
(3)  Interstate  80  between  the  San  Fran¬ 
cisco  Territory  and  the  Sacramento  Val¬ 
ley  Territory  as  described  herein,  (4)  In¬ 
terstate  580,  205  and  5  betwe^  Oakland 
and  Stocktcm.  thence  via  California 
State  Highway  99  to  the  Sacramento  Val¬ 
ley  Territory  as  described  herein;  and 
(5)  Caltfomla  State  Highway  17  between 
San  Jose  and  Santa  Cruz  Inclusive.  T't 
performing  the  service  herein  author¬ 
ized.  carrier  may  make  use  of  any  and 
an  streets,  roads,  highways,  and  bridges 
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necessary  or  convenient  for  the  perf(M*m- 
ance  of  said  service.  Bestrlcticms:  Does 
not  Include  the  right  to  provide  local 
service  from  points  or  within  25  statute 
miles  of  the  Los  Angeles  Basin  Territory 
as  described  herein,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other. 

(A)  Bakersfield  and  points  inter¬ 
mediate  thereto  on  California  State 
Highway  99.  (B)  Point  on  United  States 
Highway  101  between  the  Los  Angeles 
Basin  Territory  and  Paso  Robles,  in¬ 
clusive,  and  (C)  Except  that  this  restric¬ 
tion  will  not  apply  to  split  delivery  ship¬ 
ments  with  final  destination  of  which  is 
north  of  Bakersfield  or  Paso  Robles. 
Sacramento  Valley  Territory:  As  de¬ 
scribed  In  Item  270-2  Vi  MRT  No.  2 
Sacramento  Valley  Territory  includes 
that  area  consisting  of  the  Covmties  of 
Butte,  Colusa,  Glenn,  Sacramento,  Sut¬ 
ter,  Tehama,  Yolo,  Yuba  and  that  por¬ 
tion  of  the  County  of  Placer  lying  west 
of  State  Highway  No.  49.  Candy  Group: 
As  listed  under  that  heading  in  Items 
39900-40100  of  National  Motor  Freight 
Classification  N.MF'.  lOOC  James  C. 
Harkins,  Issuing  Officer  on  date  thereof. 
Cereal  Group:  As  listed  under  that  head¬ 
ing  in  Items  4230-42435  of  National 
Motor  Freight  Classification  NAJJ. 
lOOC  James  C.  Harkins,  Issuing  Officer 
on  date  thereof.  Dairy  Products  Group: 
As  listed  imder  that  heading  tn  Items 
55360-55740  of  National  Motor  Freight 
Classification  N.M.F.  lOOC  James  C. 
Harkins.  Issuing  Officer  on  date  thereof. 
Feed  Group:  As  listed  under  that  head¬ 
ing  in  Items  66700-67882  of  National 
Motor  Freight  Classification  NAIJP. 
lOOC  James  C.  Harkins,  Issuing  Officer 
on  date  thereof.  Food  Stuff  Group:  As 
listed  under  that  heading  in  Items  7200- 
75490  of  National  Motor  Freight  Classi¬ 
fication  N.MF*.  lOOC  James  C.  Harkins, 
Issuing  Officer  on  date  thereof.  Fruits 
or  Vegetables  Dried  Group:  As  listed 
under  that  heading  in  Items  77000-77420 
of  National  Motor  Freight  Classification 
N3(.F.  lOOC  James  C.  Harkins,  Issuing 
Officer  on  date  thereof.  Liquors  Bever¬ 
age:  As  listed  under  that  heading  In 
Items  111400-111600  of  National  Motor 
Freight  dassiflcation  N.M  J*.  lOOC  James 
C.  Harkins,  Issuing  Officer  on  date 
thereof. 

Meats  or  Shortening  Group:  As  listed 
under  that  heading  in  Items  134400- 
134890  of  National  Motor  Freight  Classi¬ 
fication  N.MJ'.  lOOC  James  C.  Harkins, 
Issuing  Officer  on  date  thereof.  Nuts 
Edible:  As  listed  imder  that  heading  in 
Items  141620-141920  of  National  Motor 
Freight  Classification  N.M.F.  lOOC  James 
C.  Harkins,  Issuing  Officer  on  date 
thereof.  Oils  O/T  Petroleum:  As  listed 
under  that  heading  in  Items  144600- 
145510  of  National  Motor  Freight  clas¬ 
sification  N.M.F.  lOOC  James  C.  Harkins, 
Issuing  Officer  on  date  thereof.  Roots  or 
Spices:  As  listed  under  that  heading  in 
Items  170700-171200  of  National  Motor 
Freight  Clarification  N.M.F.  lOOC  James 
C.  Harkins,  Issuing  Officer  on  date 
thereof;  and  Seeds:  As  listed  under  that 
heading  In  Items  172510-17400  of  Na¬ 
tional  Motor  Freight  Classification 
N.MJ*.  lOOC  James  C.  Harkins,  Issuing 
Officer  on  date  thereof.  Acids:  As  listed 
under  that  heading  In  Items  2080-4580 


of  National  Motor  Freight  Classification 
NAIF*.  lOOC  James  C.  Harkins,  Issuing 
Officer  on  date  thereof.  Advertising 
Group:  As  listed  under  that  heading  In 
Items  4640-5082  of  National  Motor 
Freight  Classification  NAIF.  lOOC  James 
C.  Harkins,  Issuing  Officer  on  date 
thereof.  Bags:  As  listed  under  that  head¬ 
ing  in  Items  20500-21230  of  National 
Motor  Freight  Classification  N.M.F.  lOOC 
James  C.  Harkins,  Issuing  Officer  on 
date  thereof.  Chemicals  Group:  As  listed 
under  that  heading  in  Items  42600- 
47430  of  National  Motor  Freight  Clas¬ 
sification  NA4.F.  lOOC  James  C.  Harkins, 
Issuing  Officer  on  date  thereof.  Conduits 
O/T  Earthen  Group:  As  listed  imder 
that  heading  in  Items  50750-52620  of 
National  Motor  Freight  Classification 
N.M.F.  lOOC  James  C.  Harkins,  Issuing 
Officer  on  date  thereof.  Containers  Sheet 
Steel  Group:  As  listed  under  that  head- 
mg  in  Items  52750-52853  of  National 
Motor  Freight  Classification  NA4.F.  lOOC 
James  C.  Harkins,  Issuing  Officer  on  date 
thereof.  Drugs,  Medicines  or  Toilet 
Preps:  As  listed  under  that  heading  in 
Items  58500-60006  of  National  Motor 
Freight  Classification  N.M.F.  lOOC  James 
C.  Harkins,  Issuing  Officer  on  date 
thereof. 

Games  or  Toys  Group:  As  listed  under 
that  heading  in  It«ns  83900-85002  of 
National  Motor  Freight  Classification 
N.M.F.  lOOC  James  C.  Harkins,  Issuing 
Officer  on  date  thereof.  Glassware 
Group:  As  listed  under  that  heading  in 
Items  87500-88680  of  National  Motor 
Freight  Classification  N.M.F.  lOOC  James 
C.  Harkins,  Issuing  Officer  on  date  there¬ 
of.  Hardware  Group:  As  listed  under  that 
heading  in  Items  92900-97720  of  National 
Motor  Freight  Classification  NA4.F.  lOOC 
James  C.  Harkins,  Issuing  Officer  on  date 
thereof.  Iron  or  Steel:  As  listed  under 
that  heading  in  Items  104000-107520  of 
National  Motor  Freight  Classification 
NAIF.  lOOC  James  C.  Haikins,  Issuing 
Officer  on  date  thereof.  Paper:  As  listed 
under  that  heading  in  Items  150600- 
151822  of  National  Motor  Freight  Classi¬ 
fication  N.MF.  lOOC  James  C.  Harkins, 
Issuing  Officer  on  date  thereof.  Paper 
Articles  Group:  As  listed  under  that 
heading  in  Items  152000-154560  of  Na¬ 
tional  Motor  Freight  Classificaticm 
NAIF.  lOOC  James  C.  Haikins,  Issuing 
Officer  (m  date  thereof.  Plastic  Materials 
O/T  Expanded  Group:  As  listed  under 
that  heading  in  Items  156100-156312  of 
National  Motor  Freight  Classification 
N.MF.  lOOC  James  C.  Harkins,  Issuing 
Officer  on  date  thereof.  Plastic  or  Rub¬ 
ber  Articles  O/T  Expanded  Group:  As 
listed  under  that  heading  in  Items 
156500-157238  of  National  Motor  Freight 
Classification  NAI.F.  lOOC  James  C. 
Harkins,  Issuing  Officer  on  date  thereof. 
Plastic  or  Rubber  Articles  Expanded 
Group:  As  listed  under  that  heading  in 
Items  161500-161930  of  National  Motor 
Freight  Classification  NAIF.  lOOC  James 
C.  Harkins,  Issuing  Officer  on  date 
thereof. 

Printed  Matter  Group :  As  listed  under 
that  heading  in  Items  157300-157400  of 
National  Motor  Freight  Classification 
NAIF.  lOOC  James  C.  Harkins,  Issuing 
Officer  on  date  thereof,  and  Trunks, 
Travelling  Bags  or  Related  Articles:  As 


listed  under  that  heading  in  Item.s 
187600-187740  of  National  Motor  Freight 
Classification  N.MF.  lOOC  James  C.  Har¬ 
kins,  Issuing  Officer  on  date  thereof. 
Candy  Group:  As  listed  under  that  head¬ 
ing  in  Items  39900-40100  of  Naticmal 
Motor  Freight  Classification  N.MF.  lOOC 
James  C.  Harkins,  Issuing  Officer  on 
date  thereof.  Dairy  Products  Group:  As 
listed  under  that  heading  Items  55360- 
55740  of  National  Motor  Freight  Classi¬ 
fication  N.MF.  lOOC  James  C.  Harkins, 
Issuing  Officer  on  date  thereof.  Feed 
Group:  As  listed  under  that  heading  in 
Items  66700-67882  of  National  Motor 
Freight  Classification  N.MF.  lOOC  James 
C.  HarkinSr  Issuing  Officer  on  date  there¬ 
of.  Food  Stuff  Group:  As  listed  under 
that  heading  in  Items  7200-75490  of 
National  Motor  Freight  Classification 
N.M.F,  lOOC  James  C.  Harkins,  Issuing 
Officer  on  date  there.  Fruit  or  Vege¬ 
tables  Dried  Group:  As  listed  under  that 
heading  in  Items  77000-77420  of  National 
Motor  Freight  Classification  N.M.F.  lOOC 
James  C.  Harkins,  Issuing  Officer  on 
date  thereof.  Fruit  or  Vegetable  Fresh: 
Other  items  not  listed  requiring  temper¬ 
ature  control  service  hauled  in  vans  with 
mechanical  refrigeration.  LOS  ANGE¬ 
LES  BASIN  TERRITORY:  (As  described 
in  Item  270  MRT  No.  2)  Los  Angeles 
Basin  Territory  includes  that  area  em¬ 
braced  by  the  following  boundary:  Be¬ 
ginning  at  the  point  the  Ventura  County- 
Los  Angeles  County  Boundary  line  inter¬ 
sects  the  Pacific  Ocean;  thence  north¬ 
easterly  along  said  county  line  to  the 
point  it  intersects  California  Highway 
1 18.  approximately  2  miles  west  of  Chats- 
worth;  easterly  along  California  High¬ 
way  118  to  Sepulveda  Boulevard;  north¬ 
erly  along  Sepulveda  Boulevard  to  Chats - 
worth  Drive ;  northeasterly  along  Chats- 
worth  Drive  to  the  corporate  boundary  of 
the  City  of  San  Fernando;  westerly  and 
northerly  along  said  corpwate  boundary 
to  McClay  Avenue;  northeasterly  along 
McClay  Avenue  and  its  prolongation  to 
the  Angeles  National  Bi^dary;  south¬ 
easterly  and  easterly  along  the  Angeles 
National  Forest  and  San  Bernardino 
National  Forest  boundary  to  the  county 
road  known  as  Mill  Creek  Road;  westerly 
along  Mill  Creek  Road  to  the  county  road 
3.8  miles  north  of  Yucaipa;  southerly 
along  the  said  county  road  to  and  includ¬ 
ing  the  unincorporated  community  of 
Yucaipa;  westerly  along  Redlands  Boule¬ 
vard  to  U.S.  Hi^way  99,  northwesterly 
along  U.S.  Highway  99  to  the  corporate 
boundary  of  the  Cfity  of  Redlands;  west¬ 
erly  and  northerly  along  said  corporate 
boundary  to  Brookside  Avenue;  westerly 
along  Brookside  Avenue  to  Barton 
Avenue ; 

Westerly  along  Barton  Avenue  and  its 
prolongation  to  Palm  Avenue;  westerly 
along  Palm  Avenue  to  La  Cadena  Drive; 
southwesterly  along  La  Cadena  Drive  to 
Iowa  Avenue;  southerly  along  Iowa  Ave¬ 
nue  to  UB.  Highway  60;  southwesterly 
along  U.S.  Highways  60  and  395  to  the 
county  road  approximately  1  mile  north 
of  Perris;  easterly  along  said  county  road 
viz.  Nuevo  and  Lakevlew  to  the  corporate 
boundary  of  the  City  San  Jacinto; 
easterly,  southerly,  and  westerly  along 
San  Jacinto  Avenue  to  California  Hlgh- 
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way  74  to  the  corporate  boundary  of 
the  City  of  Hemet;  southerly,  westerly 
and  northerly  along  said  coip<»ut« 
boundary,  to  the  right-of-way  <rf  the 
Atchison,  Topeka  &  Santa  Pe  Railway. 
Company,  south-westerly  along  said 
right-of-way  to  Washington  Avenue; 
southerly  along  Washington  Avenue 
through  and  Including  the  unincorpo¬ 
rated  commimity  of  Winchester  to  Ben¬ 
ton  Road;  westerly  along  Benton  Road 
to  the  County  road  intersecting  U.S. 
Highway  395,  2.1  miles  north  of  the  un¬ 
incorporated  community  of  Temecula; 
southerly  along  said  county  road  to  U.S. 
Highway  395;  southeasterly  along  U.S. 
Highway  395  to  the  Riverside  County- 
San  Diego  County  boundary  line;  west¬ 
erly  alongside  boundary  line  to  said 
Orange  County-San  Diego  County 
boundary  line;  southerly  along  s8dd 
boimdary  line  to  the  Pacific  Ocean; 
northwesterly  along  the  shore  line  of  the 
Pacific  Ocean  to  the  Point  of  beginning. 
Intrastate,  interstate  and  foreign  com¬ 
merce  authority  sought.  HEARING: 
Date,  time,  and  place  not  yet  fixed.  Re¬ 
quests  for  procedural  information  should 
be  addressed  to  the  Public  Utilities  Com¬ 
mission,  State  of  California,  State  Build¬ 
ing,  Civic  Center,  455  Golden  Gate  Ave¬ 
nue,  San  Francisco,  Calif.  94102  and 
should  not  be  directed  to  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission. 

South  Carolina  Docket  No.  76-408-T, 
filed  July  22,  1976.  Applicant:  W.  L. 
OGLETREE,  m,  doing  business  as  AIR 
FREIGHT  DELIVERY,  P.O.  Box  558,  W. 
Columbia,  S.C.  29169.  Certificate  of  Pub¬ 
lic  Convenience  and  Necessity  sought  to 
operate  a  freight  service  over  irregular 
routes  as  follows:  Transportation  of  Bag~ 
gage,  express,  mail  and  newspapers  ac¬ 
ceptable  for  transport  by  either  Grey¬ 
hound  or  Trailways,  (A)  between  Grey- 
hoimd’s  and  Trailways’  bus  terminals 
located  in  Columbia,  S.C.,  and  (B)  from 
Greyhound’s  and  TraUways’  bus  ter¬ 
minals  located  in  Columbia,  S.C..  to 
points  and  places  In  Aiken,  Calhoun, 
Clarendon,  Fairfield,  Kershaw,  Lee,  Lex¬ 
ington,  Orangeburg,  Richland,  Saluda, 
and  Sumter  Coimties,  S.C.;  and  (C)  from 
points  and  places  in  Aiken,  Calhoun, 
Clarendon,  Fairfield,  Kershaw,  Lee,  Lex¬ 
ington,  Orangeburg,  Richland,  S^uda, 
and  Sumter  Counties,  S.C.,  to  Grey¬ 
hound’s  and  Trailways’  bus  terminals  lo¬ 
cated  in  Columbia,  S.C.,  restricted  to  a 
twenty-five  mile  radius  of  the  city  limits 
of  Columbia,  S.C.,  and  further  restricted 
to  four  ton  trucks. 

Note. — Applicant  Is  presently  serving  in 
Interstate  commerce  only,  pursuant  to  Class 
E  Certificate  of  Public  Convenience  and  Ne¬ 
cessity  No.  1363  A  Issued  by  tbe  South  Caro¬ 
lina  Public  Service  Commission,  transport¬ 
ing:  Over  irregular  routes,  shipments  accept¬ 
able  tor  transportation  by  the  air  lines,  to 
and  from  points  within  a  twenty-five  mile 
radius  of  the  city  of  Columbia,  S.C.  Intra¬ 
state,  interstate  and  foreign  commerce  au¬ 
thority  sought.  Hearing:  Date,  time  and 
place  not  yet  fixed.  Requests  for  procedural 
Information  should  be  addressed  to  the  South 
Carolina  Public  Service  Commission,  P.O.  Box 
11640,  Columbia,  S.C.  39211 -and  should  not 
be  directed  to  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com- 
mlsslODL 


South  Carolina  Docket  No.  76-439-T. 
filed  August  10.  1976.  Applicant:  ROY 
EL  BERRY,  doing  business  as  BERRY’S 
EXPEDITING  SERVICE,  Route  6,  Box 
127,  Lexington,  S.C.  29072.  Certificate  of 
Public  Convenience  and  Necessity  sought 
to  operate  a  freight  service  as  follows: 
Irregular  routes:  Transportation  of  Bag¬ 
gage,  express,  mail  and  newspapers  ac¬ 
ceptable  for  transport  by  either  Grey¬ 
hound  or  Trailways.  (A)  between  Grey¬ 
hound’s  and  Trailways’  bus  terminals 
located  in  Columbia,  S.C.,  and  (B)  from 
Greyhound’s  bus  terminals  located  in 
Columbia,  S.C.,  to  points  and  places  in 
Aiken,  Calhoun,  Clarendon,  Fairfield, 
Kershaw,  Lee,  Lexington,  Orangeburg, 
Richland,  Saluda  and  Sumter  Counties, 
S.C.,  and  (C)  from  points  and  places  in 
Aiken,  Calhoun,  Clarendon,  Fairfield, 
Kershaw,  Lee,  Lexington,  Orangeburg, 
Richland,  Saluda  and  Sumter  Coimties, 
S.C.,  to  Greyhound’s  and  Trailways’  bus 
terminals,  located  in  Columbia,  S.C.,  re¬ 
stricted  to  a  twenty-five  mile  radius  of 
the  city  of  Columbia,  S.C.,  and  further 
restricted  to  four  ton  trucks. 

Note. — ^Applicant  Is  presently  serving  In 
Intrastate  commerce  only,  pursuant  to  Class 
E.  Certificate  of  Public  Convenience  and  Ne¬ 
cessity  No.  1364  Issued  by  the  South  Carolina 
Public  Service  Commission,  transporting  over 
irregular  routes.  Air  Freight,  to  and  from 
all  points  within  a  twenty-five  mUe  radius 
of  the  city  limits  of  Columbia,  S.C.,  pick-up 
and  delivery,  restricted  to  a  twenty-five  mile 
radius  of  the  city  limits  of  Columbia,  S.C. 
and  further  restricted  to  four  ton  trucks. 
Intrastate,  Interstate  and  foreign  commerce 
authority  sought.  Hearing:  Date,  time  and 
place  not  yet  fixed.  Requests  for  procedural 
Information  should  be  addressed  to  the  South 
Carolina  Public  Service  Commission,  P.O. 
Box  11649,  Columbia,  S.C.  29211  and  should 
not  be  directed  to  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission. 

By  the  Commission. 

Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.3273  Filed  2-2-77;8:46  am] 


PETITIONS  FOR  MODIFICATION,  INTER¬ 
PRETATION  OR  REINSTATEMENT  OF 
OPERATING  RIGHTS  AUTHORITY 

Correction 

No.  W-101  Authority  sought  for  can¬ 
cellation  of  the  above-noted  exemption 
in  the  name  of  RAYMOND  INTERNA- 
'nONAL,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  22718,  Houston, 
Tex.  77027,  and  reissuance  of  same  to 
HOFFMAN  INTERNAnONAL,  INC. 
(formerly  Hoffman  Rigging  &  Crane 
Service,  Inc.) ,  a  motor  carrier,  560  Cort¬ 
land  St.,  Belleville,  N.J.  07109. 
Applicant’s  attorney: 

M(»ton  K.  Kiel,  5  World  Trade  Center,  Suite 
6193,  New  York.  N.T.  10048. 

Part  (3)  (a)  of  the  note  in  this  matter 
which  appeared  in  the  Federal  Register 
issue  of  January  27,  1977  (42  FR  5205) 
inadvertantly  stated  the  statement  due 
dates  in  error.  The  correct  dates  are  as 
follows:  Ai^iUcant’s  initial  verified 
statements  are  due  on  or  before  Febru¬ 
ary  28,  1977;  Protestant’s  statements  in 
oiHXisltion  are  due  on  or  before  March 


18.  1977;  and  Applicant’s  statements  in 
reply  are  due  on  or  before  April  1,  1977. 
The  rest  of  the  notice  remains  as  previ¬ 
ously  published. 

By  the  Commission. 

Robert  L.  Oswald, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc  77-3429  FUed  2-2-77; 8:45  ami 


[Notice  No.  17] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TEMPORARY 
AUTHORITY  APPLICATIONS 

The  following  is  notice  of  filing  of  ap- 
plicati(Mi  for  temporary  authority  under 
section  311(a)  of  the  Interstate  CJom- 
merce  Act.  One  copy  of  a  petition,  if  any, 
must  be  served  on  the  applicant,  or  its 
authorized  representative,  if  any,  and 
the  petitioner  must  certify  that  such 
service  has  been  made.  The  petitloti  must 
identify  the  operating  authority  upon 
which  it  is  predicated,  specifiring  the 
“W”  docket  and  “Sub”  number  and 
quoting  the  particular  porticm  of  au¬ 
thority  upcxi  which  it  relies.  Also,  the 
petitioner  shall  specify  the  service  it  can 
and  will  provide  and  the  amount  and 
type  of  equipment  it  will  make  available 
for  use  in  connectlcm  with  the  service 
contemplated  by  the  TA  application. 
The  weight  accorded  a  petition  shall  be 
governed  by  the  compl^ness  and  per¬ 
tinence  of  the  petitioner’s  Information. 

A  c(H>y  of  the  aiH>licatlon  is  oa  file, 
and  can  be  examined  at  the  OfBce  of  the 
Secretary,  Interstsite  Commerce  Com- 
misskm.  Washington,  D.C.,  and  also  in 
the  ICC  Field  Office. 

No.  W-1315.  By  order  entered  Janu¬ 
ary  31,  1977,  the  Motor  Carrier  Board 
granted  Brent  Towing  (Company,  Inc., 
Greenville,  Miss.,  180-day  temporary 
authority  to  engage  in  the  business  of 
transportation  by  water  vessel,  in  inter¬ 
state  (xmunerce,  in  the  traiD^rtation 
of  plastic  material  and  products,  in  con¬ 
tainers,  hi  shipper  furnished  non-self- 
propelled  barges,  by  towing,  for  the  ac- 
coimt  of  Union  Caihide  Conx>rati<Hi  be¬ 
tween  Texas  City  and  North  Seadrift, 
Tex.,  Ml  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
Leetsdaie,  Pa.,  via  the  Intiacoastal  CUnal 
to  New  Orleans,  La.,  or  Morgan  City, 
La.;  thence  via  Atchafalaya  to  the  Mis¬ 
sissippi  River;  thence  via  the  Mississippi 
River  to  its  ccmfluaice  wltii  the  Ohio 
River;  thence  via  the  Ohio  River  to 
destinaticm,  David  A.  Sutherland,  At- 
tomey-at-Law,  1150  Connecticut  Ave., 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20036  and  Clay¬ 
ton  J.  Swank,  m.  Swank,  Lane  &  Asso¬ 
ciates,  P.O:  Box  1016,  Greenville,  Miss. 
48701,  representatives  for  applicant.  Any 
interested  person  may  file  a  petition  for 
reconsideration  cm  w  before  February  23. 
1977.  Within  20  days  after  the  filing  of 
such  petiticm  with  the  Commission,  any 
interested  person  may  file  and  serve  a 
reply  thereto. 

By  the  Commission. 

Robert  L.  Oswald, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.77-3718  Piled  2-2-77;9:26  am] 
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